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PREFACE. 


T  X  THEN  the  Author  of  this  work  publiflicd  hit 
^  ^  edition  of  Neal's  "  Hiftory  of  the  Puritanis/* 
he  exprefled  his  intention  to  prepare  a  fequel  to  it, 
exhibiting  a  continuation  of  the  hiflory  of  Proteftant 
Piffenters  from  the  Revolution  to  our  own  day,  in 
fuch  detached  parts  as  would  correfpond  to  the 
periods,  into  which,  in  his  judgment,  it  would  natu- 
rally divide  itfelf.  Not  only  was  the  defign  which  he 
announced  approved  of,  but  earned  wiihes  for  itt 
execution  were  e^prefled,  as  well  by  efteemed  and  par- 
tial friends,  as  by  a  general  fentiment  on  its  import- 
ance  and  utility,  and  of  his  qualifications  for  it.  Thefe 
teftimonies  of  public  as  well  as  private  opinion  in 
its  favour  were,  undoubtedly,  a  (timulus  and  encou* 
ragemcnt  to  the  profecution  of  his  purpofe,  and 
j^uftified  an  expeAation  that  long  ere  now  he  would 
hav^  endeavoured  to  fiiliSI  wifhes  fo  honourable  to 
himfelf  and  to  his  defign  with  gladnefs  and  alacrity* 
It  gives  the  author  concern  to  reflefb  that  eighteen 
years  have  elipfed  without  affording  a  proof^  b^ 
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the  execution  of  any  part  of  his  intended  work;  that 
he  was  fcnfible  either  of  the  deference  which  he 
owed  to  public  expeftation,  and  to  the  defires  of 
warm  friends,  or  of  the  obligatiofa  brought  on  him ' 
by  his  own  engagement.  Sojme,  who  took  a  great 
intercfl  in  his  dcfign,  are,  in  the  mean  time,  removed 
from  this  world,  which  daily  furnifhcs  us  with  fa 
many  inftances  of  difappointed  hopes,  and  of  pur* 
pofes  broken  off  by  death.  His  heart  feels  the 
heaving  figh  at  the  recolIcAion  of  the  remon- 
flrances  on  his  delay  of  two  much-refpcfted  friends 
in  particular :  one,  the  Rev.  yosiah  Thompson^  of 
Claphaniy  who  again  and  again  teftified  a  folicitodc 
for  the  appearance  of  this  hiftory  before  his  days 
were  numbered;  the  other,  the  late  ^worthy  and 
aftive  friend  to  the  caufe  of  religious,  liberty, 
^e  Rev.  Samuel  Palmer^  to  whofe  pen  and  labqtirs 
in  various  ways  dijfenters  owe  permanent  obliga- 
tion's. But  vain  are  the  fighs  of  affeflion  anci 
friendfliip  over  the  grave  of  loft  friends:  vain 
arc  our  regrets  that  we  have  failed  to  anfwer 
•the  wiflies  of  the  cftecraed  and  the  loved,  now 
no  more! 

*  The  author  confolcs  himfelf  with  believipg. that 
tliey  who  know  him  will  candidly  acquit  him  of  any 
difrefpcft  to  the  deceafed,  or  of  defultory  idlencfs. 
H(s  attention, .  he  may  be  permitted  to  plead,  hgs 
been  fbr  years  diverted  from  this  workl)y  a  fucceffion 
oPodcdrrdicca  aad  -engagements  whien^  uoforefeen 
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when  It  was  announced,  have  either  accotnpanied  or 
followed  the  anguiih  of  mourning,  or  the  depreffions 
of  deep  forrow  on  the  death  of  children  who  had 
juft  reached  the  promifing  years  of  maturity  ;  efpc- 
cially  of  a  daughter,  whofe  removal  was  fo  circum« 
ftanced  as  to  create,  by  a  lading  mournful  fenfe  of  it, 
a  long  interval  of  inaptitude  for  any  continued  mental 
exertion.  This  afHi£ling  event  was  fucceeded^  at 
different  diftances,  not  pnly  by  other  fimilar  trials,  but 
by  avocations  that  arofe  from  the  confidence  and  truft 
repofed  in  him  by  feveral  deceafed  friends^  by  derange- 
ment of  ftudies  produced  by  removals  from  one 
dwelling  to  another }  and  above  all  by  the  reading  and 
application  to  prepare  an  extenfive  Courfe  of  LeAures 
for  young^  j>erfons,  in  which  his  prefent  paftoral 
connexion  engaged  him  more  than  ten  years  ago* 

But  an  apology  may  be  becoming  him  for  this 
detail  of  the  obftruAions  that  have  impeded  the  ac* 
complithment  and  progrefs  of  his  prefent  work* 
Let.  that  apology  be  the  author's  reafonable  and 
humble  wi(h  to  (land  juftified  in  the  opinion  of  his 
friends, '  and  to  exculpate  himfelf  from  imputations 
that  may  be  difcreditable  to  him. 

The  firft  part  of  his  "  Hiftory**  at  length  offers 
ttfelf  tothe  perufal  of  thofe  who  may  feel  an  intereft 
in  its  deiign ;  and  fubmits  itfelf  to  their  candour 
with  timidity  and  diffidence;  in  union,  however,  with 
die  hope  w^kil  paft  experience  of  indulgence  an4 
approbation  infpircs.     Whatever  imperfe^ons  or 


fables  may  be  difcovered  in  it,  he  trufts  that  it  will 
tlot1}e  optd  to  ceafurc  on  the  ground  of  mifreprc- 
fehtation^  or  the  illiberality  of  a  party  fpirit,  6r 
of  airs  of  in&Uibility. 

The  ufefulnefs  of  fuch  a  work,  as  it  collefts  into 
one  narrative  the  documents  of  pad  events  ere  they 
ore  loft,  and  recalls  the  tranfa^lions  of  pad  times 
before  the  remembrance  of  them  is  quite  obliterated, 
eucouriiges  the  author  to  hope,  will  give  his  hiftory 
an  tntereft  with  many  readers  in  general ;  and  its 
particular  reference  he  would  promife  himfelf  will 
excite  the  attention  of  Difienters  from  our  national 
eftabliihment,  of  every  (c&. 

His  modefl:  expeAations  are  judified  by  the  con- 
fideration  that  the  Revolution  under  William  HI. 
introduced  a  new  order  of  things  in  the  ecclefiaftical 
(late  of  this  country,  and  a  new  aera  In  the  hiftory  of 
the  diflenters  from  our  eftablifhment.  The  z&lits 
of  this  large  body  of  prcfteftancs  have  (ince  that  time 
Worn  a  new  afpcft;  new  queflions  in  theology 
have  been  brought  iiito  difciiilion:  new  fe£ls  have 
fprung  up :  and  under  the  different  fucceeding  reigns 
new  attempts  have  been  made  to  extend  the  blefling 
of  religious' liberty,  and  eftablifh  icon  a  firmer  bafis. 
Thefe  events  are  n6t  only  fuch  as  difTenters  muft  ^ 
fed  a  concern  in,  but  (hey  are  condcftcd  with  th^ 
iMoiy  of  the  human  mind,  of  the  flufiuations  of  [ 
cpmions,  and  of  the  prOgrefs  of  refigipus  truth  and  ' 
of  xiadinSd  felicity.  ■ 
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^he  author  has  endeavoured  to  execute  his  dc*^ 
fign  on  a  comprchcnfivc  plan  j  which  includes  ^th(j^ ., 
HiftoVy  of  the  Diflentdrs,  firft,  as  bleoded  with  the 
political  occurrences  of  the  times^ancl  the  n^eafuies 
of jgovernracnt ;  then  as  united  with  the  fubjcftf 
al>ove-mentioned9  and  as  conncAed  with  the  prigiii  . 
of  jhftitutions  for  the  diffufion  of  religious  kno^^  . 
ledge  and  of  academical  foundations,  with  a  reviev^ 
of  theological  literature,    and  with  biographical . 
Sketches. 

At  the  advanced  years  to  which  the  indulgenc 
Providence  of  God  hath  lengthened  out  the  life  of 
the  author,  it  becomes  him  to  form  purpofes  for 
future  time  with  fcrious  and  moderate  apprehenliond 
on  the  continuance  of  life  and  vigour.  But  yet  he 
may  be  allowed,  with  a  refignation  to  the  difpofals  of 
unerring  i[)/W;i^  Wtsdwn,  to  fignify  his  intentions^ 
if  this  volume  meet  with  the  approbation  of  the 
candid  and  judicious,  to  proceed  with  all  convenient 
fpebd  in  die  execution  of  his  plan;  and  to  extend 
th^  next  vplume  to  the  ^cceffionof  his  prefentMajdly« 
^Inrftonnp^ioij^ith  the  publication  of  fuch  a  worfc^ 
a  wiftjf  way  properly  be  expreffed,  that  readers,  ia 
g^^r^l  wpu\d  take  into  confideration  the  utility  and 
iiQ||onance  >Qf  ecclefiaftical  hiftory,  particularly  tha( 
of  dieir  owa  cofin;iy  and  fed,  to  the  rifing  genera^ 
tion;  whofe  tninds  ^reopen  to  permanent  imprefl . 
lions  from  the  hiftoric  form  of  inftrufiion,  as  it  mccM 
curio£ty,  difjplays  the  progrefs  of  rational  caquiiyj 
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and  die  triumphs  of  truth  over  ignorance  and  fa* 
perftition^^  ^larges  the  views  of  men  and  things^ 
informs  the  underftanding^  and  affeSs  the  heart. 

It  would  invite  youth  to  read,  if,  befides  the  larger 
works  which  (land  cm  the  (helves  of  a  library,  there 
were  always  lying  on  the  table  in  the  parlour  fome 
fuch  hiftorical  creatifes,  as  the  Abridgement  of  Bur- 
net's Hiftory  of  the  Reformation  in  England,  and 
of  Brandt's  in  xkiz  Low  Countries;  Chandler's 
.Hiftoryof  Perfecution;  and  a  fmaller  piece  than 
either  of  thefe  Works,  entitled  ^^  A  Brief  smd  Im« 
fV  partial  Hiftory  of  the  Puritans,"  lamo.  printed 
for  Longman  and  Co.  by  the  author's  old  and  highly 
efteemed  friend,  the  Rev.  Jofeph  Cornifh ;  men* 
tioned  in  the  advertifement  to  the  lail  volume  of  his 
^i(iott  of  Neal,  but  which  has  not,  it  is  underftood, 
jnet  with  the  attention  and  fale  its  merit  and  nature 
promifed. 

The  youth  of  the  prcient  day  grow  up  at  a  great 
dHlante  of  time  from  the  tranfadions  and  events, 
under  the  immediate  and  lively  impreilions  of  which 
&eir  ancbftors  were  formed  to  fupport,  with  en« 
fighteiied  minds  and  confident  firmnefs,  the  charaAer 
of  Protejiant  Diffinters  and  Advocates  of  Religious 
Liberty.  Thofc  events  feldom,  in  thefe  times,  be- 
come the  topics  even  of  domcftic  and  paternal  con* 
verfetion.  It  is  therefore  of  great  importance,  that 
books  ihould  offer  to.  them  the  entertainment  and 
information  of  the  hiiloric  page. 
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To  this  explanation  of  the  nature;  plan,  and  utility 
of  his  work,  the  author  has  little  to  add,  but  his  wann 
and  very  grateful  acknowledgmen'-s  for  the  ftrbng 
marks  of  perfonal  refped,  and  of  confidence  in  bis 
execution  of  it,  which  the  lift  of  fubfcribcrs^  tiume* 
rous  beyond  his  mod  fanguine  expeAations,  affords 
him*  He  felt  a  reludance  to  the  mode  of  publica- 
tion, which,  at  the  importunity  of  fome  particular 
friends,  he  adopted.  He  is  gratified  with  the  events 
which  has  fan£tioned  theiropinion  of  the  countenance 
with  which  his  propofals  would  be  favoured;  and 
with  the  teftimonies  of  cordial  efteem  and  regard 
which  he  could  not  prefume  to  flatter  himfelf  he 
fiiould  receive.  He  feels  the  iriendfhip  and  honour 
(hewn  to  him;  and  hopes  that  his  expreifions  of 
refpeft  and  gratitude  will  be  fully  accredited.  He 
is  particularly  fenfible  of  the  ardour  andaAivity  with 
which  fbme  particular  friends  have  circulated  his 
profpeAus:  among  inftances  of  this  it  becomes  him 
to  notice  the  concern  for  its  reception  felt  by  his 
refpeAaUe  colleague,  and  the  peculiar  intereft  takea 
in  the  circulationh  of  it,  and  the  afliftance  afforded 
to  him^  by  his  much-efteemed  iriend,  the  Rev#  Janus 
Hews  Branjbyj  of  Dudley. 

Birmingbamp  Batb-rcWf  %djtmep  1814* 
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riTttlE  Aor  OF  ToLBRATloN,  With  which  thd 
^A  .-.|!cign  of  King  William  and  Queen  Mary  began^ 
formed  a  "new  epoch  in,  the  Ecclefiaftical  Hiftory  of 
Great-Britain.  While  we  look  back  on  the  ages  of 
fdperfthida  wd  fpiritual  tyranny,  which  preceded 
the  Reformation ;  and  fnrvey,  in  later  times^  the 
contefts  occailoned  by  il^e  new  religious  eilabliihment 

^yfi»i^lm^M^ig\nd^  the  reign  of  Henry  VIII. 
i^ut^^iiM  iiot>;l>spught  to  a  permanent  ftate  till  that 
iMFtrir-^^tiglfter'  ^een  Elizabeth .;   paiafol:  fcenes 

* ^jhbpprd^Qfk  on^one  fide^  and. of  fufferings  on, the 
other,  pafs  before  us.  The  fucceifive  reigns  p(^ -the 
Stuarts  had  exhibited- Stferjes  of  penal  ftatutcs  in 

lfWigic«'^ti*v.Sf  fevcrjties,  the.  objpft  o^  v?hjph:  was 
to  filence,  if  not.  to  exterminate,  thofe  who  pr6te(lcd 
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againft  the  defeds  of  the  Reformation  from  Popery ; 
called  in  queftion  any  of  the  doftrines  retained  in  the 
Proteftant  Creed }  or  refufed  a  compliance  with  the 
forms  and  ceremonial  fettled  by  Ads  of  Parliament. 
The  Diflenters  from  the  Church  of  England^  as  it 
was  modelled  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  who 
^  at  their  firft  origin  obtained  the  name  of  Puritans, 
enjoyed  a  (hort  breathing  from  the  fevere  aifaults  of 
perfecution,  during  the  exiflence  of  the  Prcfbyterian 
Jform  of  Church  Government,  in  the  time  of  the 
Republic.  They  then  bore  the  ecclefiaftical  keys  ; 
but  it  was  not  a  period  of  religious  freedom  and 
toleration.  Authority  in  religion  was  ufurped  and 
exercifed  in  their  provincial  affemblies ;  and  the 
commonwealth  pafled  an  ordinance  for  punifhing 
blafphemies  and  herefies,  than  which  no  decree  of 
any  Council,  no  bull  of  any  Pope,  could  be  more 
dogmatical  or  authoritative ;  few,  if  any,  have  been 
more  fanguinary.  The  livings  of  the  epifcopal 
clergy  were  fequeftered,  and  a  fevere  ordinance  was 
ena£led  againfl:  thofe  who  had  been  thus  deprived. 
During  the  periods  preceding  the  acccffion  of  the 
prince  of  Orange  to  the  throne  of  England,  in  which 
one  perfecuting  meafure  had  followed  another; 
trafts  had  been  written,  both  by  the  Independents 
and  the  Quakers,  (fc6ls  newly  rifen  up,)  in  the  caufe 
of  religious  liberty,  and  in  defence  of  the  rights  of 
confcience ;  but  the  arguments  in  thefe  publications, 
coming  from  the  pens  of  the  oppressed^  not  of  those 
in  power,  neither  produced  a  conviftion,  nor  dif« 
feminated  juft  ideas  on  the  fubjcA,  fo  widely  as  to 
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have  any  general  effe£^.  The  alarm  ao3  danger 
iiiditch  the  Church  of  England  felt  daring  the  reign 
of  King  James  IL,  arifing  in  a  gteat  meafnre  from  his 
precipitate  and  violent  attempts  to  introduce  Foperjr, 
cohtribitted  much  to  prepare  the  way  for  the  Act 
of  Toleration;  by  difpofing  the  Members  and  the 
Clergy  of  the  EftaUifliment  to  make  a  common  caufe 
vrith  the  DiflenterSy  as :  againfl  a  common  enemy* 
*<  The  Prince  of  Orange,  in  his  own  opinion,  always 
^  thought,  that  confcience  was  Goo's  province^ 
^^  and  that  it  onglit  not  to  be  impofed  on :  and  Us 
^*  experience  in  Holland  made  him  look  on  toleta^ 
^*  tion  as  one  of  the  wifeft  meafures  of  govern^ 
^^  ment/'*  The  neceffities  of  the  times  demanded  it  i 
as  a  bond  of  union,  as  a  termination  of  calanritous 
fcenes,  as  a  fecurity  to  the  new  civil  eftabfifliment,  k 
became  neceflary.  It  reflected  a  glory  on  the  sera 
to  which  it  gave  a  date;  and  in  the  following  hif* 
tory  it  Will  appear,  that  the  moft  favouraUe  confe* 
quences,  an  enlargement  of  toleration  by  new  Ads 
of  Legiflature,  freedom  of  enquiry,  and  the  progreft 
of  knowledge,  followed  from  it.  After  many  years 
of  religious  c<mtention,  it  was  a  general  ad  of 
pacification.  It  put  an  end  to  the  reftraints,  fines, 
imprifonments,  and  cruelties,  which  bad  haraficd 
the  confcientious.  Though  it  was  partial  and  limited, 
and  left  much  to  be  done,  yet  it  was  a  moft  valuable 
advantage  gained  to  the  interefts  of  tru;h ;  and  ic 
gave  to  a  numerous  body  of  citizens  a  weight  in  the 

^  ^rnet's  ^  Hiftorfof  bis  own  Timtif^  toL  ir.  p.  i^.  i>nio« 
Bdiobiirgh. 
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poltti^l  fcalei  which^  though  it%as  their  binfa-rtgfat, 
and  highly  beneficial  to  thc^^ommunity^  the  illiberal 
lity  and  injnftice  of  former  times  add  fonwr  reigns 
had  denied  tl^m.  Notwithftanding  the  oppreflions 
fufiered  during  thofe  peripds,>  the  Diflfenters  had  in- 
crbafed  in  numbers ;  and  now  cohfifled  of  feveral 
parties,  who  had  not  the  fame  views  on  all  points 
of  religious  enquiry  and  praftice.  They  ranked 
tmder  the  different  denominations  of  Independents^*^ 
FrefbyterianSj'Baptifts,  and  Quakers.  With  refpeft 
to  the  (late,  injjeed,  they  rgeneral'ly  formed  but  one 
body :  each  of  thefe  deobmitxations,  nererchelefe, 
claims  a  particular  and  fpecific  notice^  and  has  its  own 
hiftory;  they^  all  participate  in  the  natio&al  events 
andmeafures.  The  fpirit  of  enquiry,  to  ^hichthe 
A6t  of  Toleration  gave  exiftence,  embraced  various 
fubje&s  that  had  not  before  fallen  under  invefttga- 
tion  ;  and  diffufed  its  influence  through  the  members 
of  the  Eftabliihment  itfelf.  The  human  mind  began 
vigorouily  to  exert  its  native  powers,  and  to  rang^ 
with  delight  through  the  wide  field  of  reKgious 
knowledge.  .  The  fa£ls  which  the  folk>wing  pages 
will  detail,  will  illuftratc  and  confirm  this  general 
ftatemcnt. 
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CHAPTER  I. 


THE  GENERAL  HISTQBT. 


THE  acceffion  of  William  Prince  bf  Orange  to 
the  Englifh  throne  diffufed  joy  through  these 
nations,  and  all  the  neighbouring  dates  and  king* 
doms.  It  relieved  the  fears  of  thofe  who  were  ready 
to  defpair,  as  to  the  exiftence  of  the  Proteftant  Reli- 
gion and  the  liberties  of  Europe :  and  great  hopes 
were  entertained  that  the  religious  diffentions  with 
^hich  Gi^at-Britain  had  been  for  many  years. dis-p 
trailed,  would  fubfide  into  harmony  and  peace. 
The  Fripce,  in  his  declaration,  publiihed  at  the  time 
of  his  expedition  into  England,  promifed  his  beft 
efforts  to  promote  a  good  agreement  between  the 
Church  of  England  and  ail  Proteftant  DilTenters; 
and  to  proteft  and  fecure  all  thbfe  who  would  live 
peaceably  under  the  government,  from  every  kind  of 
persecution  upon  the  accoi^nt  of  their  religion.    Thp 
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Diffenters,  in  their  addreffes  to  the  throne,"*^  e:i^* 
preffed  ^n  ardent  hope  thait  their  Majefties  would^  by 
their  wifdom  and  authority,  eftablilb  a  firm  union 
amopg  their  Proteftant  fubjefis  ip  matters  of  reli^ 
gion ;  aqd  compofc  the  differences  between  tbem9 
by  making  the  rule  of  Chriftianity  the  rule  of  con- 
formity. Though  the  government  was  in  vetted  in 
two  royal  perfonages,  the  Queen^s  difpofitions  and 
principles  gave  no  reafon  to  apprehend  divided 
counfels.  Previoufly  to  the  Revolution,  the  bifliops 
;ind  clergy*  with  great  unanimity,  had  acknowledged 
the  neceflity  of  widening  the  ecclefiaftical  founda- 
tion, and  of  forming  ^  clofer  correfpondence  with 
thp  foreign  Proteftanti^  The  behaviour  of  the 
Froteftant  Di0enters  at  that  critical  jun£iure,  it  was 
confefled,  w^sfowife  aq^  generous,  thatitjuftly 
(entitled  thein  to  the  frieodfliip  of  the  Church  j  which, 
unlcrfs  it  were  *'  refolved  to  fet  all  the  world  againfl: 
it/'  ^s  Biihpp  3urnet  exprefles  himfelf,  could  not 
dfrclinp  all  the  returns  of  eafe  and  favour  which  were 
in  its  power.f  |t  alfo  augured  well,  th^t  the  AA  of 
Toleration,  exempting  Diflenters  from  4II  penalties 
fpr  not  going  to  church,  and  for  holding  feparate 
meetings,  op  condition  of  taking  out  warrants  for 
the  houfes  in  which  they  aifembied)  an(l  including 
^  obligatipa  pn  the  jt^ft ices  to  grant  fuch  warrants, 
j)ai&d  ealily.    It  was  propofed  by  fopie,  that  this 

^  Set  my  editipn  of  Ncal's  *^  Hiftory  pf  the  Puriws,*'  b.  ?. 
i  Dr.  Calamy -9  Abridgement  of  Baxter's  Life^  vol.  ii«  S<  4a  7- ;. 
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A&  flionld  be  in  force  only  for  a  limited  time,  as  a 
temporary  indulgence,  that  it  might  be  an  induce. 
mcnt  with  the  Diffenters  to  demean  themfclves  in  a 
manner  which  would  merit  the  renewal  of  it,  when 
the  ftipulated  term  of  years  fhould  expire ;  but  this 
amendment  was  rejefted,  from  obfcrving  the  general 
difpoficion  in  favour  of  the  A<^,  and  from  an  appre- 
henfion  that  no  future  time  might  prove  fo  favourable 
to  its  being  enaded.  The  party  of  Chriflians  called 
Sodnians  were  exbepted  from  the  benefit  of  this 
A& :  but  it  afforded  proteflion  to  the  Quakers ; 
and  indulged  them  with  a  permii&on  to  give  fecurity 
for  their  allegiance  to  government  by  a  folemn 
declaration,  in  lieu  of  the  oaths  required  from  other 
diffenters. 

In  thefe  refpeds  the  afped  of  the  times  was  pro- 
mifing ;  but  darknefs  and  clouds,  portending  future 
ftorms,  foon  gathered.  New  animofities  arofc; 
different  fenfations,  both  as  to  political  and  eccle* 
(iaftical  matters,  agitated  the  public  mind.  Some, 
lince  King  James,  to  whom  they  had  fwom  allegiance, 
was  flill  alive,  fcrupled  taking  the  oaths  to  the  new 
government.  While  many,  from  a  wife  and  liberal 
defign  of  ftrengthening  the  foundatioms  of  the  new 
ftate  of  things,  propofed  alterations  and  amendments 
in  the  conftitution,  worihip,  and  difcipiine  of  the 
Church :  others  ftrenuouily  oppofed  any  change. 
Thefe  controverfies  were  managed  with  great  warmth 
and  eagemefs*  The  Diffenters,  hoping  that  they 
(hould,  in  the  iffue^  be  no  lofers  by  fuch  debates^, 
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flood  by,  making  their  remarks.  They  were  much 
encouraged  in  this  hope,  by  obferving,  that  in  the 
recent  aifputcs  with  the  Papifts,  the  Divines  of  the 
Eftabliihed  Church  had  been  obliged  to  appeal  to 
more  corrcft  and  found  principles  of  Proteftantifm 
than  they  had  before  entertained  ;  and  had  been 
led  into  more  liberal  views  and  more  cpnfif^ent 
fentiments. 

4 

When  the  fucccffion  to  the  throne,  which  James 
Ild^s  abdication  had  left  vacant,  was  determined  and 
fettled,  the  fpirit  of  animofity  foon  broke  out  again; 
^nd  fubfequent  proceedings  cut  off  all  their  hopes 
of  a  more  perfeft  union  with  the  Diffcnters  ;han 
was  effefted  by  the  Aft  of  Toleration.  In  1689, 
Bills  for  a  comprehenfion  and  an  indulgenc-e  were 
brought  into  Parliament ;  both  were  canvaffcd  5 
and  many  and  warm  debates  took  place  in  theHoufes 
of  Lords  and  Commons.  Some,  pf  confined  and 
illiberal  views,  forgot  their  forn^er  declarations  and 
promifes,  and  argued  ,  for  keeping  the  Diffenters 
under  a  bond :  others  cxpreffed  n^ore  generous 
difpofitions,  and  were  advocates  for  meafures  which 
would  meet  their  fcrupl^s  and  conciliate  their  minds. 
But  Burnet  fays,  ^*  that  thpfe  who  moved  for  the 
*^  Bill  of  Comprehenfion,  and  afterwards  brought  it 
\  into  the  Houfe,  afted  a  very  difingenuous  part ; 
for  while  they  ftudied  to  recommend  themfelves 
by  this  fliew  of  moderation,  they  urged  their 
f f  friends  to  oppofe  it ;  and  thofe  who  gave  it  their 
ff  cprdial  fuppprt,  were  reprcf^pnted  as  enemies  to 
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^*  the  Church,  and  as  aftuated  by  a  fccrct  intention 
^^  to  fubvcrt  it.* 

At  this  junfturc,  Mr.  Howe,  who  had  been 
jejeftcd  by  the  Aft  of  Uniformiiy,  from  the  reftory 
of  Great  Torrington  in  Devonfhirc,  publifhed  a 
(heet  of  paper,  in  which  he  fairly  and  candidly 
fiated  the  cafe  of  the  Diffenters,  and  with  great 
ability  and  judgment  pleaded  their  rights.  His 
traft  proceeded  on  this  undoubted  principle,  that  the 
Diffenters  were  under  one  common  obligation,  with 
the  reft  of  mankind,  by  the  univerfal  law  of  nature, 
to  worlhip  God  in  public  affemblies.  His  reafoning 
18  then  direfted  and  applied  to  exifting  fafts ; 
namely,  that  things  were  annexed  to  the  public 
worfhip  of  reformed  Chriftianity  in  the  Church  of 
England,  which,  it  was  acknowledged,  were  neither 
neccffary  in  themfelves,  nor  parts  of  Chriftianity. 
As  the  Diffenters  judged  them  to  be  in  fome  pan 
iinful,  they  could  not  with  a  good  confcience  con* 
form  to  the  public  worfliip  which  the  law  enjoined ; 
and  yet  the  law  ftriftly  forbad  their  affembling  to 
worlhip  God  otherwifc.  This  was  as  if  the  Lcgif* 
lature  ftiould  fay,  "If  you  will  not  confent  with  us 
^*  in  our  fupperadded  rites  and  modes  againft  your 
f  *  confciences,  you  (ball  not  worftiip  God  ;  or  if  you 
*^  isrill  not  accept  our  additiotis  to  the  Cbriftian 
^*  religion,  you  ftiall  not  be  Chriftians;'*  and 
manifeftly  tended  to  reduce  a  great  part  of  a  Cbrift- 
ian nation  to  Paganifm.     On  thefe  premifes,  as  the 

•Burnet's  "HiftQry  of  his  own  Times,'*  vol,  iy.p,  15.  E4i«\lv 
editTin  |«mo» 
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Diffcnter$  had  been  accuftomed  for  many  years, 
unlefs  when  retrained  by  violence,  to  hold  diftind 
affemblies,  and  to  worfliip  God  in  a  way  which 
their  confciences  approved ;  Mr.  Howe  enquires, 
whether  they  are  to  be  blamed  for  this  conduct  ? 
Whether  laws  enjoining  additions  to  onr  religion, 
acknowledged  by  all  not  to  be  eflential  and  neceffiiry, 
and  deemed  by  many  finfol,  and  thus  becoming 
exclofive  terms  of  communion,  ought  to  have  been 
pafled  ?  Whether  fuch  laws  ihould  be  continued  ? 
efpecially  when  they  were  enaded  by  a  Parliament, 
which,  there  was  much  reafon  to  believe,  fuffered 
itfelf  to  be  dealt  with  to  enflave  the  nation,  in  feveral 
refpeAs;  and  which,  to  his  honour,  the  noble  Earl 
of  Danby  procured  to  be  difiblved^  as  the  firft  ftep 
towards  the  deliverance  of  the  nation  ?  And 
whether  it  were  reafonable  to  exclude  all  that  con- 
form not  in  every  thing  to  the  Church  of  England, 
from  any  part  or  fliare  of  the  civil  power  ?  The 
author  diicuffed  thefe  queftions  with  much  pertinence 
of  illuftratfon,  and  force  of  argument.  Amongft 
other  obfervations,  he  fays,  ^*  It  ought  to  be  con- 
*^  fidered  that  Chriftianity,  wherein  it  fuperadds  to 
^'  the  law  of  nature,  is  all  matter  of  revelation ;  and 
it  is  well  knowD,  that  even  among  Pagans,  in  fettling 
rites  and  inftitutes  of  religion,  revelation  was  pre<« 
tended  at  kaft ;  upon  an  implied  principle,  that  in 
fuch  matters  human  power  could  not  oblige  the 
people's  confciences.  This  appears  by  theconduft 
of  Numa,  who  affeded  to  derive  his  pacific  code  of 
religious  laws  from  the  nymph  £geria«    And  the 
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^'  pr lefts,  to  whom  the  regulation  of  fuch  matters 
'*  .was  Icft^  were  believed  to  be  infpired." 

This  fmall  tract  has  been  twice  delivered  to  the 
public  by  Dr.  Calamy ;  but  as  it  cannot  fail  to 
gratify,  we  (hall  infert  it  in  the  Appendix. 

The  fentiments  which  Mr.  Howe  advanced  add 
defended  from  the  prefs,  had  the  fanAion  of  toe 
King  from  the  throne.  In  one  of  his  fpeeches  to 
the  two  HoufeSy  March  iS,  1689,  he  exprefied  his 
hope,  **  that  they  weuld  leave  room  for  the  admiifioQ 
^^  of  allProteftants  whowere  willing  and  able  to  ferve 
^^  him."  This  he  recommended  as  **  a  meafure^ 
'*  which  would  more  clofely  unite  them  together,  and 
^*  ftrengthen  them  againft  the  common  adverfary/' 
Purfuant  hereto,  when  the  AA  for  abrogating  the 
oaths  of  allegiance  and  fupremacy,  and  appointing 
other  oaths,  was  read  a  fecond  time  in  the  Houfe  of 
Lords,  a  daufe  was  propofed,  to  take  away  the 
necei&cy  of  receiving  the  Sacrament  at  Church  to 
make  a  man  capable  of  holding  any  office.  This 
daufe  was  afterwards  reported  to  the  Houfe,  but  it 
was  rqefied  by  a  great  majority.  The  Lords 
Delamere,  Stamford,  North,  Grey,  Chefterfield, 
Wharton,  Lovelace,  and  Vaughan,  entered  their 
proteft  againft  the  decifionof  the  Houfe;  a  proteft 
grounded  on  thefe  principles:  '^  That  an  hearty  union 

amongft  Proteftants  is  a  greater  fecurity  to  the 

Church  and  State,  than  any  ceft  that  could  be  in- 
^^  vented:  that  this  obligationtoreceivethe Sacrament^ 

*  Now  I,  Soe  aUb  Calamv's  Abridgement  of  Baxter's  Life»  vol.  ii» 
P*  4S9^439$  aodlafe  of  Mr.  Howe,  p.  Z46— a^t« 
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"  is  a  tcft  on  Proteftants  rather  than  onJPapifts:  that 
*  ^  fo  long  as  it  is  continued,  there  could  not  be  that 
**  hearty  and  thorough  union  among  Proteftants 
^<  which  has  always  been  wiihed,  and  is  at  this  time 
**  indifpenfably  neceffary  ;  and  laftly,  that  a  greater 
*^  caution  ought  not  to  be  required  from  fuch  as 
**  were  admitted  into  offices,  than  from  the  Members 
•*  of  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament,  who  were  not 
**  obliged  to  receive  the  Sacrament  to  enable  them 
*«  to  fit  in  either  Houfe/** 

This  claufe  being  loft^  another  modification  of  the 
Tcft  (Laws  was  propofed,  by  a  claufe  of  provifo, 
that  any  man  fliould  be  fufficicntly  qualified  for  any 
office,  employment,  or  place  of  truft,  who,  within  a 
year  before  or  after  his  admiffion  or  entrance  there-* 
into,  did  receive  the  Sacrament  of  the  Lord's  Supper, 
cither  aceorditfg  to  the  ufage  of  the  Church  of 
England,  or  in  any  other  Proteftant  congregation, 
and  could  produce  a  certificate  under  the  hands 
of  the  Minifter  and  two  other  credible  perfons, 
members  of  fuch  a  Proteftant  congregation.  It 
was  a  recommendation  of  this  provifo,  that  while 
it  confulted  the  fcruples  of  the  moderate  diflenter,  it 
,was  an  effi^ftual  barrier  againft  the  cdnfcientious 
Papift's  idtrufion  into  office ;  and  left  the  mode 
and  circumftances  of  receiving  the  Sacrament,  a^ 
an  inftalice  of  obedience  to  the  divine  bftitiitron, 
and  a  deliberate  ad  of  pure  devotioff,  to'thcjiudg-. 
ment  and  confcience^  of  individual^.  'Btit  thb  Aiild 
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^  A  complete  CtrtfeaHlfiof  Protefts,  p.  6.%j  6j;— fiirch*ilLife  of 
TUlotfoD,  p.  17©,  171;,^  •         ^'*     ' 
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counfels  of  wifiiom  and  equity  are  not  heard  anaidft 
the  agitations  of  party..     On  the  queftion  being 
put,  this  claufe  was  likewife  rejeAedby  a  great  ma^ 
jority.  Six  Lords  diilinguiflied  themfelves  by  entering 
their  diflbnt :  namely,  Oxford,  Lovelace,  Wharton, 
Mordaunt,  Montague,  and  Paget.     Their  proced 
was  placed  on  thefe  grounds  :   "  That  the  rejeftion 
•*  of  the  claufe  gave  a  great  part  of  the  Proteftant 
**  freemen  reafon  to  complain  of  hard  ufage ;  and 
^*  it  deprived  the  king  and  kingdom,  for  a  mere 
t«  fcruple  of  confcience,  which  implicated  no  caufe  of 
*^  {iifpicion  or  difaffe&ion  to.  the  government,  of  the 
•*  fervices  of  divers  fit  and  able  men :  That  when  the 
*'  King  had,  as  the  common  and  indulgent  fatl^er  of 
•*  his  people,  e^relTed  an  eameft  defire  of  liberty 
**  for  tender  confciences  to  his  Proteftant  fubjefts, 
<c  and  divers  bifliops  had  profdOTed  the  fame  and 
<*  owned  its  reafonablenefs,  there  was  reafon  to 
apprehend  it  wpuld,  by  confining  fecular  employ- 
ments to  ecclefiaftical  conformity,  raife  fufpicions 
**  in  men's  minds  pf  fomething  diflferent  from  the  cafe 
**  of  religion  and  the  public,  or  a  defign  to  heal  the 
^  national  breaches :  That,  to  fet  a  mark  of  humi* 
^*  liation  and  diftinflion  on  any  fort  of  men,  who  had 
**  not  rendered  themfelves  juftly  fufpefted  to   the 
government,  ought  always  to  be  avoided  by  the 
makers  of  juft  and  equitable  laws ;    but  would 
*^  have  a  particular  ill  cffcft  on  the  reformed  intereft 
^*  at  home  and  abroad,  at  a  junflure   that  ftood  in 
**  need  of  the  united  hands  and  hearts  of  all  Pro- 
•*  teftants :  That  it  turned  the  edge  of  a  law,  intended 
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^^  agdofl:  Fapifls,  opoa  Proteftants  and  the  friends 
**  of  government ;  and  made  taking  the  Sacrament 
^*  the  means  of  weakening  the  intereft  of  Proteftants, 
«*  by  cafting  off  a  part  of  them:  That  as  themyfteries 
*^  of  religion  and  divine  worihip  are  of  dtvtne 
original,  and  of  a  nature  wholly  diftinfi  from  the 
fecular  affairs  of  public  fociety,  they  cannot  be 
**  applied  to  thofe  ends  ;  and,  by  the  law  of  the 
^*  Gofpel,  and  on  the  principles  of  prudence,  offence 
**  ought  not  to  be  given  to  tender  confciences, 
within  or  without  the  Church,  by  mixing  facred 
myileries  with  fecular  interefts  ;  and,  that  to  pubifh 
^^  any  one  without  a  crime^  is  inconfiftent  with  the 
law  of  God,  with  common  equity,  and  the  right 
of  every  free-born  fubjeA.  If  not  to  take  the 
Sacrament  according  to  the  ufage  of  the  Church 
of  England  be  a  crime,  every  one  ought  to  be 
puniihed  for  it}  this  no  one  affirms  :  If  it  be  no 
crime,  thofe  who  are  capable  and  judged  fit  for 
employment  by  the  King,  ought  not  to  be  puniihed 
with  a  law  of  exclusion,  for  not  doing  that  which 
it  is  no  crime  to  forbear :  And  that  taking  the  Sa« 
crament  in  any  Proteftant  congregation  would  be 
**  as  cffcftual  a  teft  to  difcover  and  keep  outPapifts,*** 
Thefe  Bills,  which  had  a  conciliatory  tendency, 
having  failed ;  the  objeil  which  had  been  propofcd 
by  them  was  brought  forward  under  another  form, 
in  a  Bill  *•  for  uniting  their  Majcfties'  Proteftant 
**  fubjeils/'  In  the  Committee  this  Bill  underwent 
fevcral    amendments.      Biihop    Burnet   moved    a 

*  ColIe^ioD  of  Protefls,  p.  649  65. 


(C 
4ft 

CC 
4( 
CC 
CC 
f€ 
CC 
({ 
CC 


O*   I.  rROTESTANT    DISSENTERS*  15 

provifo,  that  the  fabfcription  it  requires  to  the 
Articles  (hoold  only  be,  inftead  of  aiTeot  and  confcnt, 
to /ubmiif  with  a  promife  of  conformity.  There  was 
alfo  a  provifo  for  difpenliog  with  kneeling  at  the 
Sacrament,  and  being  baptized  with  the  fign  of  the 
Crofs,  to  fuch  as,  after  conference  upon  thofe 
heads,  Ihould  fokmnly  proteft  they  were  not  fatisfied 
as  to  the  lawfulnefe  of  them.  Another  provifo  was 
offirred,  that  in  imiution  of  the  Ads  paffed  in  the 
reigns  of  Henry  VIIL  and  Edward  VL,  a  number 
of  pcrfons,  both  of  the  clergy  and  laity,  (hould  be 
empowered  to  prepare  fuch  a  reformation  of  things, 
relatmg  to  the  Church,  as  might  be  offered  to  the 
King  and  Parliament,  in  order  to  heal  the  exiding 
divifions,  and  to  correft  the  errors  and  defeds  of 
the  conftitution.  The  firft  provifo  was,  obviouily, 
little  calculated  to  yield  fatisfa6tton  to  a  fcrupuious 
mind ;  for  integrity  would  revolt  at  a  promife  of 
conforming  to  points,  to  which  the  judgment  could 
not  confcientioufly  and  fmcerely  give  its  aflent.  And 
the  bilhop  incurred,  by  moving  it,  the  fevere  cen-^ 
(iire  of  the  clergy  ;  as  he  did  alfo,  by  the  zealous 
fupport  which  he  gave  to  the  claufe  for  difpenfing 
with  the  pofture  of  kneeling  at  the  Sacrament,  The 
fecond  provifo  occafioned  a  warm  debate;  fof  the 
chief  exception  of  the  Diflenters  being  dire£ted 
againft  the  pofture,  it  was  thought  that  to  give  up 
this,  was  to  open  a  way  for  them  to  come  into  era* 
ployments :  yet  it  was  carried  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords. 
The  third  provifo,  that  fome  laymen  (hould  be 
included  in  the  commiifion,  was  prelTed  with  great 
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car neftnefs  by  many  of  the  temporal  brds.  Biflxop 
Burnet  ^as  againft  h  for  fear  of  offending  the 
clergy;  under  an  apprehenfion,  that  they  would  look 
upon  it  K^  taking  the  matter  out  of  their  hands,- 
when  he  thought  they  were  dtfpofcd  v>  come  into^ 
tbedefigu  with  zeal  and  unanimity.  But  he  wa^ 
fpon  afterwards  convinced  that  he  had  taken  a 
wrong  mcafure,  and  that  the  method  propofed  by 
the  temporal  lords  was  the  only  one  that  wa» 
Kkely  to  prove  effcftual.  Upon  the  qucfti&n  being 
put,  the  votes,  with  the  proxies^  were  equal  ;  and  fo 
it  was,  according  to  the  ancient  rule  in  like  cafes," 
•*  feraper  praefumiter  pro  ncgante/*  the  decifion 
was  confidered  as  a  negative^ 

Leave  was  giveu  K)  any  lords^  to  eriter  diifents'  :" 
accordingly,  the  Mairquis  of  Winchefter,  Lord» 
Mordauntand  Lovelace,  protefted,  on  the  following^ 
reafons :  "  That  the  aft  being  defigned  for  the  peace 
^  of  the  ftatc,  cxdufively  to  put  the  clergy  into  the 
commii&on,  as  if  they  alone  were  friends  to  it,  laid 
an  humiliation  on  the  laity^as  lefs  able  or  lefs  con-' 
"  cerned  to  provide  for  it :  That  there  could  be  no 
*'  reafon  why  commtflioners  for  altering'  things  of  a 
*'  civil  conftitution  only,  which  derived  their  eftablifli- 
**  ment  from  the  Kingv  Lords,  and  Commons,  (hould 
*'  confift  of  men  of  one  order  only ;  but  on  the 
**  fuppofition,  that  human  reafon  was  to  be  quitted  in 
this  affair,  and  the  infpirationof  fpiritual  men  alone 
to  be  depended  upon :  That  though,  upon  Romifli 
"  principles,  the  clergy  alone  may  have  a  right  to 
^^  meddle  in  matters  of  religion  j  yet  this  did  not  hold 


6C 


46 


C.  I.  PROTESTANT    DISSENTERS.  17 

^'  where  the  Church  was  acknowledged  to  confift  of 
«'  laity  as  well  as  clergy;  fo  thofe  matters  of  religion 
**  which  fall  under  human  determination,  being  pro- 
*^  perly  the  bufmefs  of  the  Church,  belong  to  both, 
**  as  neither  clergy  or  laity  can  make  any  alteration  in 
**  divine  inftitutions':  That  to  plead,  that  the  mixing 
**  of  laymen  with  ccclefiaftics  would  fruftrate  thcdcfign 
*'of  the  commiflion,  by  the  rife  of  difFciences  andi 
•^  delays,  was  vain  and  out  of  doors ;   unlcfs  on  the 
«  fuppofition  that  the  clergy  and  laity  have  diftinft 
*'  intercfts;  a  reafon,  if  good,  why  one  or  other  (hould 
*^  quit  the  houfe,  for  fear  of  obftrufling  the  bufincfs 
**  of  it :  That  the  fatisfaftion  of  Diffcnters  being  in- 
**  tended  by  the  commiffion,  it  was  convenient,  more 
*'  eflFeftually  to  find  expedients  for  that  end,  to  mix  in 
^  it  laymenofdiflFerent  ranks  and  of  different  opinions 
•*  too,  than  confine  it  only  to  clergymen,  who  are 
**  obfcrved  to  have  generally  much  the  fame  way  of 
**  reafoningand  thinking:  That  the  moftready  way  to 
**  facilitate  the  paffing  of  any  alterations  into  a  law, 
^^  was  to  join  in  the  commifiion  lay  lords  and  com* 
*'  mons,  who  might  be  able  to  fatisfy  both  houfes  of 
**  the  reafons  upon    which  they  were  made ;  and 
•*  thereby  remove  all  fears  and  jealoufies  which  evil 
**  men  might  raifeagainft  the  clergy,  of  endeavouring, 
**  without  grounds,  to  keep  up  a  diftinct  intereft  from 
•^  that  of  the  laity,  whom  they  fo  carefully  exclude 
^^  from  joining  with  them  in  confultations  of  common 
^*  concernment,  as  to  debar  them  from  aiiy  part  in  the 
deliberation,  who  have  the  greateft  in  the  determi- 
nation :  That  fucb  a  reftridedcgmmiiTion  was  open 
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**  to  this  great  objcfl:iob,  that  it  might  be  made  ufc 
•'of  to  evade  repeated  promifes  and  the  general 
*'  expectation  of  a  compliance  with  tender  con- 
**  fciences ;  when  providing  for  it  was  taken  out 
*'  of  the  ordinary  courfe  of  Parliament,  and  put 
^^  into  the  hands  of  thofe  alone  who  were  lateft  in 
•'  admitting  any  need  of  it,  and  who  might  be 
•'  thought,  (ince  they  were  looked  upon  by  fome  as 
••  parties,  to  be  the  more  unfit  to  be  the  folc  com- 
**pofers  of  differences :  And  laftly,that  it  carried  with 
••  it  a  dangerous  fuppofition,  as  if  the  laity  were  not 
**  a  part  of  the  Church,  nor  had  any  power  to  meddle 
**  in  matters,  of  religion ;  a  fuppofition  direftly 
•'  oppofite  to  the  conftitution  both  of  church  and 
••  (late ;  a  fuppofition,  which  would  make  all  altera- 
••  tions  utterly  impofiible,  fince  what  is  eftablilhed 
•'  by  law  cannot  be  taken  away  or  changed  but 
**  by  confent  of  laymen  in  Parliament,  the  clergy 
•'  themfelves  having  no  authority  to  mecfdle  in  this 
•*  very  cafe,  in  which  the  laity  arc  excluded  by  this 
**  vote,  but  what  they  derive  from  lay  hands. 

To  thefe  reafons  the  Earl  of  Stamford  added, 
•'  That  as  well  on  other  grounds  he  diflented  on  this 
*'  reafon ;  becaufe  it  was  contrary  to  the  three 
*'  ftatutes  made  in  the  reign  of  Henry  VIII.  and  one 
*'  in  Edward  VI.  which  empowered  thirty-two  com- 
'^  mifiloners  to  alter  the  canon  and  ecclefiaflical 
*'  law,  &c.  whereof  fix  teen  to  be  of  the  laity,  .and 
*'  fixteen  of  the  clergy/* 

This  proteft  of  the  Lords  has,  with  great  propriety, 
been  charaderized  by  a  very  fcnfible  writer,  as  '^  an 
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•*  admirable  proteft.'**   But,  asufual,  the  matter  was 
decided  more  by  the  prejudices  of  party,  than  by  the 
principles  of  reafon  and  equity;  and  the  proteft  of  the 
lords  had  no  other  effeft,  than  to  exprefs  their  own 
liberal  and  juft  fcntiments,  and  to  convey  down,  to 
pofterity  a  vindication  of  their  own  conduct.     The 
bill  was  fent  down  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  it 
was  allowed  to  lie  on   the  table.      But  inftead  of 
proceeding  in  it,  they  refolved  on  an  addrcfs  to 
the  King,  requefting  him  to  fummon  a  convocation 
of  the  clergy  to  attend,  according  to  cuftom,  on  the 
feifion  of  Parliament.      The  Lords  joined  in  this 
addrefs,  which  was   prefented  to  his  Majefty  on 
the  fioth  of  April.     He  returned  no  anfwer  till  the 
next  day,  when  he  declared  that  the  Church  of 
England  (hould  always  'he  his  peculiar  care.     He 
cxpreffed  his  hope,   that  the  eafe  defigncd  for  Dif- 
fcnters,  which  the  addrefs  prof^ed   it  was  their 
intention   to  take   into  confideration,   would   very 
much  contribute  to  the  eftablifhment  of  the  Church  ; 
he  eatneftly  recommended  it  to  them  to  remove  the 
occaiions  of  differences  and  animofities  ;   and  pro- 
xnifed,  as  foon  as  it  would  be  convenient,  to  fummon 
a  convocation. 

'  The  party  that  was  now  beginping  to  be  formed 
againft  the  government,  fays  Bilhop  Bumet, 
pretended  great  zeal  for  the  Church,  and  declared 
their  apprehenfions  that  it  was  in  danger.  Thefe 
men,  as  they  were  unfriendly  and  reluflant  even 
to  the    toleration,    fo  they  were    much  offended 

•  BeMham's  Hiftory  of  William  m,  yol.  i.  p.  laS., 
i  ■  C   $ 
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with  the  Bill  of  Union,  as  containing  matters  rela- 
tive to  the  CJiurch,  on  which  the  reprefentaiive  body 
of  the  cler^  had  not  even  been  convened.    Even 
they  who  affcfted  to  be  moft  favourable  to  the 
Diffenters  did  not   give  their  fupport  to  the  bilU 
Their  maxim  was,  that  it  was  neceffary  to  keep  up  - 
a  ftrong  faftion  in  church  and  ftate.    Any  mca- 
fures  which  would  render  fo  great  a  body  as  the 
Prefbyterians  eafy,  and  conciliate    their  minds  to 
the  Church,  were  not,  in  their  opinion,  confiftent 
with    this  maxim.      The  toleration,    they   con- 
ceived, would  be  beft  maintained,  in  proportion  as 
the  numbers  who  needed  it,  and  were  interefted 
in  the  prefervation  of  it,  were  gteat.    On  thefi: 
principles  the  Bill  of  Union,  being  at  once  zealoufly 
oppofcd,  and  feebly  fupported,  proved  abortive.*** 
The  temper  and  fituation  of  the  nation,  while  this 
affair  was   agitated,  appears  from  a  converfation 
which  took  place  inthe  prefence  of  Sir  John  Rerefby, 
governor  of  York,  and  afterwards  a  non-juror. 
A  few  days  after  their  Majefties'  coronation,  Dr» 
Burnet,  bifhop  of  Salifbury,  complained  to  the  Mar- 
quis of  Halifax,  lord  privy  feal,  of  the  flow  proceed- 
ings of  the  Commons,  faying  the  Dutch  would  clap 
up  a  peace  with  France,  if  they  did  not  mend  their 

♦  Burnet's  Hiftory  of  his  own  Times,  toI.  iv.  p.  igt  i$. 
It  would  interrupt  the  narratire  by  a4ong  digreffion,  were  the  rea- 
Ibns  urged  in  favour  of  the  Bill  of  Union,  and  againft  it,  to  be 
drawn  out  into  a  full  ilatement ;  but  it  may  give  the  reader  fatis- 
£idtiOn  to  fee  how  the  matter  was  argued,  and  afHfl  him  in  judging 
of  die  prinQiples  on  which  the  Bill  was  loft,  if  we  lay  before  him* 
rom  the  ftate  papersy  an  abftra^of  thofe  reafons.  See  Appendix  n. 
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pace.  He  obfervcd,  that  the  Church  of  England 
vras  in  the  fault,  and  exprcflcd  himfeif  as  if  he 
thought  they  meant  a  kindnefs  to  King  James  by 
their  method  of  procedure.  The  Lord  Privy  Seal 
agreed  with  him  in  his  fentiments ;  and  added,  the 
Church  people  hated  the  Dutch,  and  would  rather 
turn  Papifts  than  receive  the  Prefbyterians  among 
them  :  but  that^  on  the  other  hand,  thefe  were  to 
the  full  as  rank  and  inveterate  as  thofe,  and  would 
marr  all  their  bufinefs  by  their  inadvertence  with 
regard  to  their  Bill  of  Comprehenfion,  and  their  ill. 
timing  of  other  bills;  in  fhort,  that  they  would  difgufl: 
thofe  from  whom  they  looked  for  indulgence.  Both 
his  lordQiip  and  the  biihop  expreiTed  their  anger 
at  the  addrefs  which  the  Commons  prefented  to  the 
King  on  the  day  before,  the  19th  of  April,  re- 
minding him  of  his  promifes  to  the  Church  of 
England,  defiring  him  to  fupport  and  defend  it,  and 
moving  for  a  convocation.  This,  the  biihop  faid, 
would  be  the  utter  ruin  of  the  comprehenfion  fchemc.* 
In  this  ftate  of  parties,  and  under  this  agitation  of 
the  public  mind,  it  will  appear  an  important  point 
gained,  that  in  May  the  Toleration  Aft,  which  we 
have  already  mentioned,  pafTed  with  little  oppofition. 
When  we  refleft  on  the  inefficiency  of  the  more  en?- 
larged  views  and  the  liberal  wiihes  expreiTed  by  the 
King;  on  the  unfuccefsful  iflue  of  other  conciliating 
meafures,  which  were  propofed  ;  and  on  the  impla* 
cable  hatred  to  the  non-conformifts  fhewn  at  that 
time  by  the  clergy,  who  difcovered  a  difpofition  to 

•  Sir  John  Rcrcfby's  Memoirsy  p.  3439  344* 
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renew  old  fevcriries;  it  may  feem  a  matter  of  fur- 
prize  that  this.  Aa  wasf  carried  ;  an  Aft  which  gave 
a  legal  fanftion  to  the  religious  affemblics  of  Pro- 
teftant  Diffcnters,  and  put  them  under  proteftion* 
"_Wife  and  good  men/'  fays  BiftiQp  Burnet,  "  did 
**  very  much  applaud  the  quieting  the  nation  by  the 
*'  toleration.  It  feemed  to  be  fuitable,  both  to  the 
"  fpirit  of  the  Chriftian  religion,  and  to  the  intereft 
"  of  the  nation.  It  was  thought  very  unreafonable, 
^*  that  while  we  wiere  complaining  of  the  cruelty  of 
*^  the  Church  of  Rome,  we  Ihould  fall  into  fuch 
**  praftices  among  ourfelves;  chiefly,  while  we  were 
*^  engaging  in  a  war,  in  the  progrefs  of  which  wc 
^'  (hould  need  the  united  ftrcngth  of  the  whole 
"  nation/** 

This  Aft  was  a  great  acquifit ion.  In  language  of 
high  authority,  that  of  Lord  Mansfield,  "  It  ren- 
**  dered  that  which  was  illegal '  before,  now  legal ; 
*^  the  diffenting  way  of  worfliip  is  permitted  and 
**  allowed  by  that  Aft;  it  is  not  only  exempted 
"  from  pimifliment,  but  rendered  innocent  and  law- 
"  ful ;  it  is  ejiablijhedy  it  is  put  under  the proleS ion, 
"  and  is  not  merely  at  the  connivance,-  of  the  law.'* 
From  that  time  the  human  mind  began  to  feel  its 
powers,  and  to  expand  itfclf  with  freedom  and 
vigour.  Here  was  laid  the  bafis  of  that  religious 
liberty,  which  has  been  the  felicity  and  hoaour  of 
fuccceding  times  j  and  it  opened  a  way  for  further 
improvements  and  future  enlargements  in  the  fpirit 
and  exemptions  of  the  AS  itfelf.^  It  is^  gr^itifyipg  to 

^  Hiftoryofhisown  Timwi  p*i^^ 
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rcfleft  that  this  AQ.  has,  we  may  hope  not  without 
effeft,  held  up  an  inftruftivc  model  to  the  reft  of 
Europe  ;  and  the  principles  of  it,  that  is,  juft  and 
enlarged  fentiments  on  the  rights  of  confcience,  have 
been  diffufing  themfelves  over  the  continent,  and 
have  been  tranfplanted  into  America* 

But  after  every  encomiutn  to  which  it  has  a  juft 
daim  has  bden  beftowedupon  it,  this  fird  charter 
of  religious'  ifreedom  wa^s  confufed  and  partiaL  It 
by  no  means  repealed  all .  the  penal  ftatutes  on  the 
fubjeS  of  religion.  It  left  the  laws  againfl  the 
Papifts  in  full  force.*  It  did  not  abrogate  thefUtmes 
of  Elizabeth  and  James  L  that  ena£l  the  infiidHng  of 
certain  penalties  on  fuch  as  abfent  themfelves  from 
divine  worihip  in  the  Eftablifhed  Church.f  It  ftill 
left  herefy  fubjefi:  to  cognizance  in  the  eccleilaftical 
court  i  and  a  clergyman  conviAed  of  it  to  depriva- 

*  For  a  fummary  of  thefe  laws,  as  they  exift  at  prefent^  fee 
Blackftone's  Commentaries}  yoL  iv*  ch.  4.  p.  sS'  Bdition  by 
Wiiliamsy  Z79x.  i-    ' 

f  ^*  About  the  year  1788,  a  poor  man,  a  difl*enter9  in  Cornwall, 
*^  was  libelled  10  the  Spiritual  Court  for  not  attending  diyioe  worfhip 
**  at  his  parifh, church  on  the  Lord's-day.  He  had  not  taken  the 
^  oaths  required  by  the  A6t  of  Toleration,  but  it  being  a  fuificient 
^  defence  to  take  them  at  any  time  daring  the  profecution,  he  applied 
'^  to  the  Mligiftrates  of  the  countyrat  their  Qaarter<^effion^  who  ille^ 
^  gaily  refused  ia  administer  t))em*  The  confequence  was,  that  he 
^  was  excommunicated.  Upon  a  reprefentation  from  the  Committee 
'*  of  Diflenters  in  Loi^nyfor  guarding  the  civil  rightsof  the  DiiTene* 
V*  ers,  the  Chairman  W  the  Seifions  acknowledged  the  error  of  the 
^  Juflice&»  ^d  the  man  took  the^oaths  at  the  enfuing  Seifions ;  but  \\ 
<*  was  thai  toolateP  High. Church  Politics,  p.  69.  I  remember 
about  X 76a>  Mr.  Banger,  a  grocer  ia  extenfive  bufinefs,  and  arefpedr 
able  chara^er,  at  Seaton,  a  Tillage  m  .|h« footh  oCJDeTOO)  haidi^  z 
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tion,  degradation,   and  excommunication;    and  a 
layman  to  the  latter  with  all  its  train  of  fevericies. 
Its  operation  and  benefits  are  limited  to  Proteftant 
DiiTenters  only  ;  and  did  not  embrace  all  of  them, 
for  Unitarian  Chriftians  are  exprefsly  excepted.     As 
to  thofe  whom  it  does  comprehend,  its  influence  is 
confined*     It  has  its  exclufive  claufes,  not  only  re- 
quiring from  all  who  would  plead  the  benefits  of  it 
the  oaths  to  government,   but  exa£ling  of  their 
teachers  fubfcription  to  the  thirty-nine  articles,  with 
an  exprefs  exception,  indeed,  of  thofe  relating  to  the 
government  and  powers  of  the  Church,  and  to  infant 
baptifm  ;  but  it  did  not  fuperfede  the  Corporation 
and  Tcft  Afts  ;  and,  at  this  time,  after  repeated  ap- 
plications to  Parliament  renewed  in  diflferent  periods^ 
the  Diffcnters  ftill  lie  under  the  obloquy,  ftill  feel  all 
the  difabilitics,  attached  to  thofe  Afts.     The  Tole- 
ration Aft  did  not  exonerate  the  Diflenters  from  the 
obligation  impofed  on  them    to  contribute  to  the 
maintenance   of  the  public  religious  eftablifliment, 
though  they  do  not  attend  on  its  miniftrations.     The 
Toleration  Aft  did  not  give  any  fanftion  or  permiC- 
fion  to  the  folemnrzation  of  marriage  in  their  own 
aflcmblics  and  by  their  own  minifters.      The  Jews, 
indeed,  have  enjoyed  that  privilege,  and  the  Quakers 
afliimed  it  to  themfclvcs.    There  was  great  truth  and 

quarrel  with  the  vicar,  whtch  led  him  to  abAnt  himfelf  from  the 
worfhip  of  the  parifh  churchy  was  threateDe^  by  him  with  the  ex- 
ecution of  the  laws  above  mentioned;  and  to  fcreen  himfelf  from 
proceedlDglt  on  them,  he  joined  a  neighbouring  congregation  of 
Difienters  at  Colyton,  of  which  I  was  the  Mmifter;  and  where  be 
)iad  before  frequeotiy  attended.     : 


•  ^«>«v'^      '* 


Ci  I.  PROTESTANT   DISSENTERS.  25 

propriety  in  the  manner  in  which  Mr,  Locke  reprc- 
fented  the  nature  of  this  Ad,  in  his  letter  to  Lim* 
borch }  ^*  You  have,  I  doubt  not,  heard  before  this, 
"  that  toleration  is  at  laft  cftabliftied  here  by  law# 
^^  Not  indeed  with  that  latitude  with  which  you  and 
**  other  Chriftians  like  you,  free  from  ambition  and 
**  prejudice,  and  lovers  of  truth,  might  wifli.  But 
**  it  is  a  great  point  to  proceed  fo  far.  In  thefc 
^'  beginnings  are  laid,  I  hope,  thofe  foundations 
•*  of  hberty  and  peace,  in  which  the  Church  of 
**  Christ  will  be  finally  eftabliflied." 

The  King  felt  great  fatisfadion  in  pai&ng  this  bilU 
It  coincided  with  the  fixed  principle  of  his  mind,— 
that  corifcience  was  the  province  of  God,  fubjeft 
to  his  jurifdiction  alone ;  and  not  to  be  reftrained 
by  human  impofitions.  The  Diffenters  were  fa- 
tisfied  and  thankful ;  but  it  was  the  fubjeA  of  regret 
with  many  of  the  clergy :  Dr.  Robert  South,  his 
biographer  owns,  by  no  means  liked  it.* 

Though  the  Bill  for  a  comprehenfion  hid  failed, 
yet  the  Diffenters  were  encouraged  in  a  hope  that  the 
great  objeA  would  yet  be  obtained  by  other  mea* 
furcs  which  were  adopted  to  bring  it  about.  The 
.defignwas  not  relinquiflied  by  the  King;  but  renewed 
and  purfued  under  another  form.  Dr.  Tillotfon,  while 
the  matter  was  depending  before  the  Houfe,  re- 
minded the  King  that  the  Reformation,  becaufe  it 
retted  on  Parliamentary  authority,  was  •  a  fubjcft  of 
jeft  with  the  Catholics.  That  no  new  occafion 
might  be  given  to  a  charge   of  this  nature^  ho 

f  Calamy^fi  Life  of  Mr.  Howe,  p.  163. 
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advifed  referring  the  matter  to  an  ecclefiaftical  fynod, 
as  a  mode  of  proceeding  more  agreeable  to  the 
ci^rgy*  ^^^  calculated  to  command  the  religious 
rcfpcft  of  the  people.  He  judged  it  would  be  beft, 
for  the  fake  of  expedition,  and  for  bringing  the  a&ir 
to  a  point,  that  the  King,  as  had  formerly  been  the 
praiflicC)  by  his  letters  patent  fhould  authorife  a 
feleft  number  of  learned  divines  to  meet  together, 
and  confult  on  the  mod  proper  methods  of  healing 
the  wounds  of  the  Church  ;  and  renewing  harmony 
between  it  and  the  DiiTenters,  on  permanent 
grounds.  The  fchemc  of  union  prepared  by  them 
was  to  be  laid  before  the  Convocation ;  and  if  ap- 
proved, it  was  to  receive  the  fandion  of  Parliament. 
;  The  King  acceded  to  this  propofal ;  and  on  1 3th 
of  September,  1689,  inverted  ^^^  bifliops  and  twenty 
divines  with  an  authority  to  prepare  matters  to  be 
laid  before  the  Convocation,  under  the  dire£^ion  of 
the  fgllowing  comraiffion :  "  Whereas  the  parti- 
**  cular  forms  of  divine  worfhip,  and  the  rites  and 
**  ceremonies  appointed  to  be  ufed  therein,  being 
f^  things  ia  their  own  nature  indifferent  and  alter- 
^*  ble,  and  fo  acknowledged ;  it  is  but  reafonable 
**  that  upon  weighty  and  important  confiderations, 
.**  according  to  the  various  exigencies  of  time  and 
V;OCcafions,  fuch  changes  and  alterations  fhould  be 
>*  made  therein,  as  to  thofe  that  are  in  place  and 
f>  authority  fliould  from  time,  to  time  Teem  either 
.**  neccffary  or  expedient :  .  And  whereas  the  book 
:*i  0/  .canons  Js  fit  to  be, reviewed,  and  made  n^ore 
f^  fuitable  to  the  ftate  of  the  Church:  And  whereas 
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**  there  are  defefts  and  abufes  in  the  ecclefiaftical 
"courts  and  jurifdiftions ;  and  particularly  there 
"  is  not  fufficient  provifion  made  for  the  removing 
I*  of  fcandalous  rainifters,  and  for  the  reforming 
**  of  manners  either  in  minifters  or  people :  And 
^^  whereas  it  is  moft  fit,  that  there  (hould  be  a  ftrift 
**  method  prefcribed  for  the  examination  of  fuch 
^*  perfons  as  defire  to  be  admitted  into  holy  orders, 
**  both  as  to  their  learning  and  manners  :  We 
^f  therefore,  out  of  our  pious  and  princely  care 
•^  for  the  good  order  and  edification  and  unity 
*•  of  the  Church  of  England,  committed  to  our 
*^  charge  and  care,  and  for  the  reconciling,  as  much 
*^  as  is  poflible,  of  all  differences  among  our  good 
**  fubjcftSj  and  to  take  away  all  occafions  of  like 
**  for  the  future,  have  thought  fit  to  authorize  and 
**  empower  you,  &c,*  and  any  nine  of  you,  whereof 

•  The  ten  Bijhops,  who  were  empowered  to  aft  under  thii 
CPnuniifiony  were  Dr.  Thomas  Lampiugh,  York;  Dr.  Henry 
Compton,  London;  Dr.  William  Lloyd,  St.  Afaph ;  Dr.  Thomas 
Spraty  Rochefter ;  Dr.  Thomas  Smith,  Carlifle  ;  Dr.  Jonathan 
Trelawney,  Exeter;  Dr.  Gilbert  Burnet,  Salifbury ;  Dr.  Humphrey 
Humphreys,  Bangor;  Dr.  Peter  Mew,  Winchefter  ;  Dr.  Nicholas 
Stratford,  Chefter. 

The  tiventyDhines^—DuEdwoxd  Stillingfleet,  dean  of  5t.  Paul's^ 
foon  after  bilhop  of  Worcefter ;  Dr.  Simon  Patrick,  dean  of 
Peterborough,  and  foon  after  bifhop  of  Chichefter ;  Dr.  John 
Tillotfon,  dean  of  Canterbury,  and  foon  after  of  St.  Paul's ;  Dr* 
Richard  Meggot,  dean  of  Winchefter ;  Dr.  John  Sharp,  dean  of 
Norwich ;  Dr.  John  Montagu,  mafter  of  Trinity  College,  Cam- 
bridge ;  Dr.  John  Goodman,  archdeacon  of  Middlefex ;  Dr.  Wm. 
Beveridge,  archdeacon  of  Colchefter ;  Dr.  John  Batteley,  arch* 
deacon  of  Canterbury ;  Dr.  Charles  Alfton,  archdeacon  of  Eflex  ^ 
Dr.  Ridmrd Kidder,  foon  after  made  dean  of  Peterborough^  Dr. 
II^Qry  Aldrich,  dean  of  Chiift-Church,  Oxford ;  Dr.  Wou  Jane, 


S8  HISTORY  OP   THE  C.  I. 

**  three  to  be  bifliops,  to  meet  from  tigie  to  time, 
•*  as  often  as  fhall  be  needful,  and  to  prepare  fuch 
••  alterations  of  the  liturgy  and  canons,  and  fuch 
•*  propofals  for  the  reformation  of  ecclefiaftical 
^*  courts,  and  to  confider  fuch  other  matters,  as  in 
^  your  judgment  may  moft  conduce  to  the  ends 
••  above-mentioned."  Great  care  was  taken  in  the 
choice  of  thefe  commiffioners,  Bi(hop  Burnet  fays, 
to  name  them  fo  impartially^  that  no  exception  could 
Ke  againft  any  of  them.  Many  of  them  were  men 
who  held  high  ftations  in  the  Church,  and  by  their 
learning  and  virtues  were  diftiuguiihed  ornaments  of 
it;  asfome  of  them  then  filled  episcopal^ees,  fo  others 
of  them  rofe  afterwards  to  the  fame  eminence.  A 
rcfpeftable  number  of  them,  it  may  be  concluded 
from  the  fpirit  of  their  writings  and  their  general 
charafters,  were  not  indifferent  to  the  attainment  of 
the  pacific  obje£l  of  their  commil&on.  They  had 
before  them  all  the  books  and  papers  that  had  at 
any  time  been  offered  by  the  diffenters,  exhibiting 
their  demands ;  for,  before  the  civil  wars,  the  Pu- 
ritans had  ftated  their  objeftlons  to  the  fervice  of  the 
cftabliflied  Qhurch,  The  Nonconformifts,  after  the 
Reftoration,  had  reprefented  their  grounds  of  dif- 
api^robation.     And    they  were  fumifhed  with  the 

rcgius  profeffor  of  divinity  in  the  Univerfity  of  Oxford ;  Dr.  John 
Hall,  Margaret  profeflbr  of  divinity  in  the  fame  Univerfity ;  Dr. 
Jofeph  Beaumont,  regius  profeflbr  in  the  Univerfity  of  Cambridge; 
Dr.  Thomas  Teniibn,  archdeacon  of  London ;  Dr.  John  Scott, 
prebendary  of  St.  Paul's;  Dr.  Edward  Fowler,  prebendary  of 
Glocefter ;  Dr.  Robert  Grove,  prebendary  of  St.  Paul*f  ;  aod  Dr. 
John  Williams,  prebendary  of  Sti  Paul's* 
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advices  and  propofitions,  which  the  moft  learned 
divines  of  the  Church  had  at  different  times  fag« 
gefted,  and  of  which  Dr.  Stillingfleet  had  made 
a  great  colle^ion^     The  commiffioners  only  refumed 
and  gave  new  force  to  a  defign,  which  at  the  latter 
end  of  the   preceding  reign    had  been  concerted 
by  Dr.   Bancroft,  archbilhop   of  Canterbury,  and 
which  he  formed  partly  out  of  tendemefs  to  the 
Diflenters,  and  partly  that  the  Church  might  not 
be  unprovided  with  fuitable  and  expedient  plans  of 
ConduQ  at  the  Revolution,  which  his  fagacity  anti* 
cipatcd,  as  it  had  been  at  the  Reftoration.    The 
commifEon  under  which  they  were  to  ad,  was  not 
only  a  prudential  but  a  neceffary  legal  precaution  ; 
as  the  clergy  would  have  fubje^led  themfelves  to  the 
penalties  of  a  praemunire,  by  attempting  to  frame 
new  canons,  without  the  King's  leave  firft  obtained.* 
It  had  a  favourable  afpeft  on  the  defign  of  the 
commiffion,  that  Dr.  Tillotfon,   one  of  the  com- 
miffioners,  drew  up  a  paper  entitled  ^'  Conceffions, 
**  which  will  probably  be  made  by  the  Church  of 
**  England  for  the  union  of  Proieftants  ;**  which  on 
September  13,  1689,  he  fent  by  Dr.  Stillingfleet, 
another  comraiflioner  of  great  weight  of  chara6^er, 
to  the  Earl  of  Portland.  The  plan  of  accommodation 
propofed  in  it  was  to  leave  indifferent  the  ceremo- 
nies  enjoined,  or  recommended  in  the  liturgy  or 
canons;  to*  revife  the  liturgy  carefully,  leaving  out 
the  apocryphal  leflbns,  correfting  the  tranflation  of 

.  ♦'  Belftiam's  Hiftory  of  Great-Britain  frgm  the  Revolution^  vol. 
H.  P*  '^^  \  ^^  Sumet^  yph  iv.  p.  44. 
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the  Pfalms  where  it  was  neceffary,  and  making 
fuch  alterations  as  would  fupply  defeAs^  or  remove 
every  ground  of  exception :  to  fubftitute,  in  the  room 
of  all  former  declarations  and  fubfcriptions,  one 
general  declaration  or  promife,  viz.  to  (abmit  to  the 
dofirine,  difcipline,  and  worfhip  of  the  Church  of 
England,  as  it  fliall  be  eftablifhed  by  law,  and  to  teach 
and  praflife  accordingly,  as  the  condition  of  being 
admitted  to  exercife  the  office  of  the  facred  miniftry 
in  it.  To  frame,  with  a  view  to  the  more  effisftual 
reformation  of  manners  inminifters  and  people,  a  new 
body  of  ecclefiaftical  canons ;  to  take  out  of  the 
hands  of  lay-officers,  and  to  inveft  in  the  bifliops, 
the  power  of  excommunication,  confining  its  exercife 
to  great  and  important  occafions;  and  to  introduce 
an  efie£tual  regulation  of  the  ecclefiaftical  courts : 
not  to  require,  as  a  term  of  preferment  in  the  Church 
of  England,  thofe  who  had  been  ordained  in  any  fo- 
reign reformed  Church,  to  be  rc-ordained  :  to  limit, 
in  future,  the  capacity  of  holding  any  ecclefiaftical 
benefice  or  preferment  in  the  Church  of  England, 
to  thofe  who  are  ordained  by  bifliops,  with  a  pro- 
vifion  that  thofe  who  had  been  ordained  by  prcftjyters 
only  ftiould  not  be  compelled  to  renounce  their 
former  ordination.  And  with  another  provifion  to 
meet  the  fcruples  of  thofe  who,  when  epifcopal  or- 
dination might  be  had  and  was  required  by  law, 
doubted  of  the  validity  of  ordination  merely  by 
preftjyters  ;  the  Doftor  propofed,  that  it  ftiould  be 
fufficient  for  fuch  perfons  to  receive  ordination  from 
a  biftiop  in  this  or  the  like,  form,  *•  if  thou  art  not 
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**  already  ordained,  I  ordain  thee,  &c.*'    As  in  cafe 

a  doubt  (hould  arife  as  to  any  one's  baptifni,  it  is 

appointed  by  the  liturgy,  that  he  be  baptized  in  this 

form,  *^  U  thou  art  not  baptized,  I  baptize. thee.*** 

The  ccclefiafticai  commiffioners  opened  their  com- 

miffion  in  the  Jerufalem  Chamber  on  the  loth  of 

Oftober    1689*     Some    who  were  named    in  it 

cither  did  not  appear :  or  foondeferted  their  brethren, 

among  thefe  were  Dr.  Mew,  bifliop  of  Winchefter, 

and  Dr.  Spratt,  bifliop  of  Rochefter,  both  of  whom 

had,  fior  fome  time,  afted  under  the  very  illegal  and 

tyrannical  ecclefiaftical  commiflion  fet  up  by  James 

11.  in  i686 ;  illegal,    as  contrary  to  the  ftatutc  by 

which  the  high  commiflion  had  been  put  down  in 

1 641;  and  tyrannical,  as  it  invefted  the  commif&oners 

with  a  power  to  proceed  in  all   ecclefiaftical  matters 

in  a  fummary  and  arbitrary  way.     Thefe  prelates, 

who  had  adled  under  a  commifQon  contrary  to  law, 

and  had  fandioned  a  ftretch  of  prerogative  which 

was  defigned  to  opprefs  even  the  clergy,  on   the 

prefent  occafion,  when  the  objeft  was  to  unite  dif- 

cordant  parties  and  to  eftablifli  Proteftantifm  on  the 

firm  bafis  of  union,  felt  peculiar  fcruples.     Thefe 

prelates,  as  a  judicious  hiftorian  fays  with  a  keen 

but  a  too  juft  feverity  of  one  of  them,  Dr.  Sprat, 

"  proved  themfelves  to  belong  to  that  odious  and 

**  pharifaical  fraternity,  who  ftrain  at  a  gnat  and 

"  fwallow  a  camel."     They  pleaded,  that  by  an  Aft 

of  Parliament  in  the  reign  of  King  Henry  VIII.  the 

clergy  were  laid  under  an  obligation  not  to  enter 

*  D%»  Birch's  Life  of  ArchlMihop  TillotfoD,  p.  z8a--'X84. 
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into  any  debates  about  making  alterations  in  Church 
affairs,  without  the  King's  fpecial  and  immediate 
knowledge  and  direction  firft  given  concerning  fuch 
aherations.  It  was  replied,  that  of  the  three  methods 
of  doing  this,  either  by  an  a6l  of  the  King's  own 
judgment,  or  by  a  private  cabal,  or  by  a  commiffioa 
to  a  certain  number  of  ecclefiaftics  to  confult  and 
prepare  matters,  that  which  was  liable  to  the 
lead  exception  was  adopted.  It  was  further  urged, 
that  the  commiiEoners  poffcffed  no  legiflative  power 
in  this  bufinefs,  but  were  to  report  and  fubmit  thein 
proceedings  and  refolutions  to  the  Convocation : 
that  they  were  not  to  be  referred  to  the  privy- 
council,  to  avoid  the  fufpicion  and  imputation  of 
their  being  moulded  by  the  judgment,  and  carried  by 
the  influence,  of  laymen.  But  fuch  arguments  had 
txo  weight  with  thofe  who  were  averfe  from  any 
alterations,  and  who  thought  too  much  had  been 
conceded  by  the  Aft  of  Toleration  to  Diffenters, 
whom  they  looked  upon  as  a  peevi(h  and  obftinatc 
party,  and  who,  they  j^ffcfted  to  think,  would  be 
made  infolent  by  conceflions.  With  the  prelates 
whom  we  have  already  named.  Dr.  Aldrich  and  Dr. 
Jane   alfo  withdrew.* 


4   *  See  the  new  edition  of  Neal's  Hiftory  of  the  Puritans,  b.  r, 
p.  a6,  27.    Birch's  Life  of  Tillotfon,  p.  192* 

Aldrich  and  Jane.— Thefe  names,  of  eminence  and  weight  in 
their  day,  call  for  fome  particular  notice  here.  Dr.  Henry  Aldrich, 
born  in  Weftminfter  in  1647,  was  a  pupil  of  the  famous  Dr. 
Bufby,  and  was  eledled  iludent  of  Chrift-Church,  Oxford,  1662. 
In  due  time  he  entered  into  holy  orders,  and  became  a  celebrated 
tutor.    In  z68x,  he  was  initalled  canon  of  Chrift-Church,  apd 


e.   f.  i*ROT£STAKT   UISSENTERS.  3S 

The  reft  of  the  commiffioners  clofely  applied 
themfelves^  for  feveral  weeks,  to  the  work  affigned 
them.  The  points  broughT:  under  review  wetc 
Well  confidered:  their  debates  were  condufted  with 
calmncfs  and  freedom :  the  objeft  purfaed  was  the 
entire  corredlion  of  every  thing  that  appeared  to 

became  its  dean  in  1689 :  He  preiided  over  this  College  with  great 
zeal  for  its  interefb,  and  being  a  fingle  raan,  with  a  munificent  pa- 
tronage. That  excellent  piece  of  architeSxire  called  Peckwater 
Quadrflngie  wa^  defigned  by  him.  He  annually  publi(hed,  as  a  new- 
year's  gift  to  the  ftudents  of  his  houfe,  a  piece  of  feme  ancient 
Greek  author.  He  vo-dte  a  Syflem  oiF  Logic,  which  palTed  through 
ieyeral  editions  j  and  tvith  Bifhop  Sprat,  revi  fed  Clarendon's  "  Hiftory 
•*  of  the  Rebellion."  He  had  a  great  fhare  in  the  Popifti  Contro- 
verfy,  during  the  reign  of  King  James  II.  Befides  the  abotre 
preferments,  he  held  the  reildry  of  Wem  in  Shropfhire ;  and  in 
ifoa,  was  chofen  Prolocutpi*  df  the  Convocation.  He  died  at 
Chrift-church,  oil  the  14th  of  December  17 10,  in  the  65d  or  64th 
year  of  his  age^  and  was  buried  in  the  Cathedral,  according  to  his 
own  direction,  without  aiiy  memorial,  oft  the  fouth  (ide  of  Bifhop 
Fell's  grave.  He  is  reprefented  to  have  been  an  univerfal  fcholar, 
and  to  have  had  a  fine  tafle  for  architecture.  His  manners,  we  are 
.told,  were  liberal,  and  his  modefty  and  humility  evident  and  ac- 
knowledged. The  greateft  part  of  his  income  was  expended  in 
works  of  hofpitality  and  beneficence,  efpecially  in  the  encourager 
ment  of  learning ;  and  his  government  of  the  college  refieCied  on 

him  peculiar  honour; Goadby's    Britifh    Biography,  b.  viii. 

p.  42,  note. 

..  Dr.  Wm.  Jane  was  the  fon  of  Jofeph  Jane,  efq;  of  Liflceard, 
Cornwall,  author  of  "  Ikon  Aklaft«s,"  or  Image  unbroken,  in 
anfwer  to  Milton,  and  Member  for  the  borough  of  Lifkeard,  in  the 
trong  Parliament,  under  Charles  the  Firfl.  He  was  a  great  fufferer 
for  his  adherence  to  the  houfe  of  Stuart.  His  fon  Dr.  William 
jane  was  born  at  Liikeard  about  the  year  1(44.  He  was  educated 
at  Weftminfter  fchool,  from  which  he  was  eledted  a  ftudent  of 
Chrift-church,  Oxford,  in  1660.  After  he  had  entered -into  holy 
orders,  he  became  le^rer  of  Carfax  church,  Oxford,  chaplain 
to  Dr.Compton  bifhop  of  London,  and  prebendary  of  St,  Paul's. 
In  x6^4>  he  took  his  degree  of  bachelor  of  divinity.    In  X67S,  he 

D 
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fdrniih  juft  ground  of  difunion :  a  fiocere  wi(h  was 
entertained  to  obviate  the  difficulties  felt  by  the 
Diffenters  on  the  fubjeft  of  conformity ;  and  a  hope 
was  indulged,  that  if  the  prgudice$  of  the  preient 
day  could  not  be  overcome,  a  way  would  be  made, 
by  removing  the  chief  objeflions,  for  the  more 
effedlual  and  univerfal  influence  of  conciliating 
meafures  on  the  next  generation* 

Under  fuch  aufpictous  circum(Unce$  commenced 
the  proceedings  of  the  commiffioners.  They  began 
with  reviewing  the  liturgy :  and  firft  they  examined 
the  calendar,  in  whicb^  in  the  room  of  apocryphal 
leflbns,  they  ordered  certain  chapters  of  canonical 
fcriptures  to  be  read,  that  were  more  for  the  edi- 
fication of  the  people.  The  Athanafiao  creed  being 
difliked  by  many  perfons,  on  account  of  the  damna- 
tory clau&s,  it  was  left  to  the  minifter's  choice  to  ufe 


was  inftalled  canon  of  Chrift-cborch.  In  16791  ^^  proceeded 
do^or  of  divinity*  In  168 z>  he  was  admitted  regius  profeflbr 
of  divinity.  In  16859  he  was  infialled  dean  of  Glocefter,  and 
held  with  it  the  precentorihjp  of  the  church  of  Exeter.    He  lived 

.  fome  years  after  Queen  Anne's  acceflion  to  the  throne>  without 
obtaining  any  higher  preferment,  and  died  on  the  6th  of  February 
X  7  06-7.  He  publiihed  ibme  occalional  Sermons,  and  a  Treatife 
entitled,  "  The  prefent  Separation  felf-condemned,  and  proved  to 
**  be  Schifm,*'  1678, 4to.  "  Some  Queries  on  the  New  Commiffion , 
**  &c.  in  a  Letter  to  a  Friend»"  a  (ingle  flieet,  1689,  were  afcribed 

.  to  him.  He  was  alfo  confldered  as  having  a  chief  hand  in  pro- 
moting and  penning  the  judgment  and  decree  of  the  IXniverfity  of 
Oxford  againft  certain  feditious  books  and  damnable  do£trines» 
pafTed  in  the  Convocation  there  July  1683,  prefented  to  and 
approved  by  Charles  II.,  but  burnt  by  the  hangman  in  purfuance  to 

an  order  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  in  tyao. -Birch's  Life  of  Til- 

btibn,  p.  i88r-i89;  and  Briti(h  Biography,  vol.  ix.  p.  32,  note 
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er  change  it  fpr  the  Apoftics'  ^f€^4-  New  colIofU 
were  drawa  up  more  agreeable  to  the  epiftks  and 
gofpels,  for  the  whole  eoqrfe  of  the  year,  aod  with 
a  force  and  beauty  of  exprefliou  capable  of  ^ffcS^lug 
and  raifing  the  raind  in  the  ftrongeft  manner.  The 
firft  draft  of  them  wa$  compofed  by  Dr.  j^mkK 
who  was  efteemed  to  have  ;i  peculiar  talespt  for  d^<- 
votional  compofitions:  Dr.  Burnet  added  to  them 
yet  grcaw  force  and  fpirit ;  Pr.  Stillingflcrt  then 
eKamiued  every  word  in  them  with  the  mc^  ox^d 
judgment :  and  Dr.  Tillotfpn  gave  them  as  it  w^^ 
their  laft  poIiOi,  by  the  mafterly  touches  of  W§ 
natural  and  flowing  eloquence.  Dr.  Kidder,  who 
was  well  verfed  in  the  oriental  languages,  mad^  ^ 
new  verfion  of  the  Pfalmj  more  conformsiblc  to  th^ 
original.  Dr.  Tennifon  having  cqllefted  throughout 
the  liturgy  the  words  and  expreflions  to  which 
exceptions  had  been  made,  propofed  others  in  their 
room,  which  were  more  clear  and  plain,  and  lefs 
liable  to  objeftion*  Other  things  ^ere  propofed, 
to  be  determined  by  the  Convocation ;  particularly 
th*t  the  erofs  in-  baptifm  might  be  either  ufed  or 
omitted,  at  the  diferetion  of  the  parent^,* 

'  Calamy's  Abridgement  of  Baxter's  Life,  vol.  i.  pf.  451-  Birck'g 
I^ife  of  TiUotfoD,  p.  1 90,  igi.  The  above  abftra^  of  the  procee4- 
iDgsofthe  coipmifEon^rs  was  communicated  to  Dr.  Nicholls  by 
Dr.  John  Williams,  afterwards  bifliop  of  Chicheffier.  The  original 
copy  of  the  alterations  fuggefted  by  the  commiffioners  upon  their 
review  of  the  liturgy  was  depofited  with  Du  Tennifon :  hd  w^ 
always  cautious  of  trufting  them  out  of  feis  own  keeping;  alj^ging 
that  the  publication  of  them,  fays  t>r.  Pirqbj  wpwld  not  fati$ff 
cither  ilde }  but  rather  furnifh  a  handle  for  mutual  reprp^t^hes* 


96  HISTORY  OF  THE  C.  U 

tte  coramiflioncrs  proceeded  very  unaniinoufly 
in  adopting  numerous  other  alterations.  Each 
atticle^  as  foon  as  they  determined  to  introduce  it 
into  their  plan,  was  figned  by  the  Bifhop  of  London. 
It  was  agreed,  that  the  chaunting^  of  divine  fervice 
in  cathedrals  ihould  be  laid  afide:  that  devout 
and  proper  pfalms  (hould,  beiides  the  reading  of 
them  in  cdtirfe  as  before,  be  felefted  for  Sundays: 
that  iti  the  room  of  thcleffons  from  the  Apocrypha 
and  thofe  from  the  Old  Teftament,  which  were  too 
liaturdlj  others  fhould  be  appointed  in  a  new  ca- 
lendar already  fully  fettled,  in  which  are  omitted  all 
the  legendary  faints'-days,  and  others  not  direAly 
referred  to  in  the  fervice  book:  that,  not  to  fend 
the  vulgar  to  fearch  the  canons,  which  few  of  them 
ever  faw,  a  rubric  be  made  fetting  forth  the  use^ 
fulne(s,  as  a  fit  and  decent  ceremony,  of  the  crofs 
in  baptism,  though  not  eflential  to  it ;  and  allowing 
the  prieft  to  omit  it,  if  any  in  confcience  fcruple  it ; 
permitting  him  alfo  to  adminifter  the  Lord's  Suppei* 
to  thofe  who  refufc  kneeling,  in  their  pewsj  and 
declaring  the  intention  of  the  Lent  fafts  to  confift 
only  in  extraordinary  afis  of  devotion,  not  in  dis* 
tindion  of  meats;  dating  the  meaning  of  Rogation 
Sundays  and  Ember  Weeks,  and  enjoining  the  ex- 
ercife  of  ftriA  devotion  on  thofe   ordained  within 

the  qiiatuor  tempora:  That  the  rubric  which  obliges 

♦       • 

One  Cde  would)  he  apprehended)  upbraid  their  brethren  for  giring 
up  too  much :  the  other,  on  the  ground  that  thefe  conceflions  weref 
too  little,  or  were  not  paiTed  iato  a  law,  would  juftify  their 
Aonconformity. 
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the  minifter  to  read   or  hear  common  prayer  pub- 
licly or  privately  every  day,   be  changed   into  an 
exhortation  to  the  people  to  frequent  thofe  prayers; 
"  That  the  abfolution  in  morning  and  evening  prayer 
may  be    read    by     a    deacon,    the    word    priest 
in  the   Rubric  being  changed  into  minister^  and 
tbefe  words,  and  remission^   as  not  very  intelligible, 
be  erafed :  that  the   Gloria  Patri  (hall  not   be  re- 
peated at  the  end  of  every  pfalm,  but  of  all  appointed 
for  morning  and  evening  prayer :  That  thofe  words 
in  the  Te  Deum,  *^  thine  honourable,   true,  and 
**  only  fon,"  as  "  honourable*'  is  a  civil  term  only, 
and  never  ufed  in  facris^  be  thus  turned,  ^^  thine 
"  only  begotten  fon  :    That  the   "  Benedicite**  be 
changed  into    the    128th  pfalm,  and  other  pfalm$ 
jikewife  be  appointed  for  the  '^  Benedi6tus**  and 
**  Nunc  dimittis  ;*'  That  the  verficles  aftac  the  Lord's 
Prayer,  &c,  to  avoid  the  trouble  and  inconvenience 
of  fo  often   varying  th<f  pofture   in  the  worfhip, 
fhall  be  read  kneeling ;  and  a  promifory  anfwer  of 
keeping  God*5  law  or  the  like,  on   the  part  of 
the  people  (hall  follow  thofe  words,  *^  Give  peace 
^*  in  our  time,  O   Lord,**  the  old  refponfe  being 
grounded  on  too  ftrift  an  acceptation  of  the  predefr 
tinating  doftrine :  That  all  high  titles  or  appellations 
of  the  King  and  C^een,   fuch  as  "  moft  illuftrious, 
"  religious,  mighty,**  &c,  be  left  out  of  the  prayers, 
and  only  the  word  "  fovereign**   be  retained  for  the 
¥Ling  and  Queen  :   That  thofe  words  in  the  prayer 
fpr  the  King,  "  Grant  that  he  may  vanquifti  and 
^*  pyercome  all  lEis  enemies,**  as  of  tog  large  vi 
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extent  if  be  engage  in  an  unjufl  war,  ihall  be 
turned,  •*  Profper  all  his  righteous  undenakings 
againft  thy  enemies,*'  or  after  fome  fuch  manner ; 
that  in  the  prayer  for  the  clergy,  thofe  words, 
**  who  alone  worked  great  iparvels/*  as  fubjeA  to 
be  ill  interpreted  by  perfons  vainly  dHpofcd,  (hall 
be  changed  thus,  **  who  alone  art  the  author  of 
^*  all  good  gifts  J*'  add  thefe  words  *^  the  healthful 
**  fpirit  of  thy  grace"  fhall  be  altered  into  this  phrafe, 
^*  the  holy  fpirit  of  thy  grace;*'  *'  healthful*'  being 
an  obfolete  word:  That  the  prayer  which  begins, 
*^  O  God,  whofe  nature  and  property,"*  fhall  bo 
thrbwn  out,  as  full  of  ftrange  and  impertinent  ex- 
pfeffiotiSf  and  befides  as  not  in  the  original,  but 
foifted  in  fince  by  another  hand  :  That  the  collefts 
for  the  moft  part  be  changed  for  thofe  which  the 
Bifliop  of  Chicheftcr  has  prepared ;  being  a  re- 
vifal  of  the  old  ones,  with  enlargements  to  render 
them  more  fenfible  and  afFefting,  and  a  retrench? 
ment  pf  needlefs  expreffions :  That  if  any  minifter 
l-efufe  to  life  the  furpliCe,  while  the  people  defire 
it  and  the  living  will  bear  it,  the  bifliop  iiay  fubfli? 
tute  in  his  place  one  who  will  officiate  in  it ;  but 
that  the  whole  matter  be  Mi  to  the  difcretion  of  the 

•  The  Prayer,  to  which  exception  is  made  above,  is  left  out  of 
our  prefent  copies  of  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer.  It  ftood  thus 
p  an  edition  of  1649,  now  before  n)e,: 

**  O  God,  whofe  nature  and  property  is  eyer  to  have  mercy, 
*^  receive  our  humble  petitions ;  and  though  we  be  tied  and  bound 
•  *  with  the  chaine  of  our  iiimes,  yet  let  the  pitifulpefle  of  thy  great 
f*  mercy  loofe  us,  for  the  honour  of  jefus  Chrift's  fake,  our  m^dia- 
f*tor  and  advocate.    Amen." 
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biihop :  That  if  any  defire  to  have  Godfathers  and 
Godmothers  omitted,  and  to  prefcnt  their  children 
in  their  own  names  to  baptifm,  it  be  granted :  That, 
left  wholly  rejefting  the  Athanafian  Creed  ftiould 
by  unreafonable  perfons  be  imputed  to  them  as 
Socinianism,  a  rubric  fhould  be  made,  fetting  or  de- 
daring  the  curfes  denounced  therein  not  to  be 
rcftrained  to  every  particular  article,  but  intended 
againft  thofe  that  deny  the  fubftance  of  the  Ghriftian 
rdigion  in  general :  and  laftly,  That  it  be  wholly 
left  to  the  convocation  to  confider  and  determine 
whether  the  amendment  of  the  tranflation  of  the 
reading  Psabns^  as  they  are  called,  made  by  the 
Bi(hop  of  St.  Afaph  and  Dr.  Kidder,  or  that  in  the 
Bible,  {hall  be  inferted  in  the  Prayer  Book.*  Some 
alterations  were  alfo  made  in  the  litany,  the  com- 
munion fervice,  &c,  and  the  canons. 

Bcfides  the  above  alterations  in  the  forms  of 
public  devotion,  which  the  commiffioners  agreed 
to  lay  before  the  convocation,  it  was  alfo  an  objeft 
of  their  pious  attention  to  provide  a  family  book  to 
be  authorifed  by  that  affembly.  It  contained  di- 
rcftions  for  family  devotions,  with  feveral  forms  of 
prayer  for  morning  and  evening,  fuited  to  tlie  dif- 
ferent circumftances  of  the  families  for  wbofe  ufe 
they  were  compofed.f 

*  Calamy's  Abridgment  of  the  Life  of  Baxter,  p.  4^J»— 455» 
▼ol.  i.    Birch's  Life  of  Archbilhop  Tillotfon,  p.  19a 

•  The  Life  of  Dr.  Humphrey  Prideaux,  p.  61.  "Family 
"  devotion  had  been  kept  up  through  all  the  nation,  till  the  civil 
*♦  war  broke  out  in  1641.     It  had  been  conducted  by  the  help  of 
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Such  were  tjic  proceedings  of  the  commiffioners^ 
Thofe  who  review  them  at  this  diftancc  of  time,  and 
free  from  the  party  prejudices  and  defigns  under 
the  influence  of  which  the  judgment  of  men  was  then 
formed,  mud  regard  them  as  founded  in  wifdom, 
moderation,  and  liberality  of  fpirit.  The  alterations 
in  the  public  fervices  of  the  church  which  they 
propofed,  were  not  only  neceflary  to  remove  fcruples 
and  to  invite  the  dilTentients  to  conformity,  but  it  was 
for  the  credit  and  honour  of  the  church  to  difcard 

«  precompofed  forms.  Afterwards  the  length  of  extempore  prayers, 
*'  which  the  Puritans  carried  to  an  extravagant  excefs,  and  the  dif*- 
"  gufling  improprieties  and  cant  introduced  by  many  into  them, 
"brought  family  devotion  itfelf  into  dilVepute,  efpecially  in  the 
<*  reign  of  Charles  II. ;  for  then  it  was  an  expreffion  of  averfion 
f  <  from  the  feflaria,  and  of  loyalty  to  the  Court,  to  brand  many 
"  things  with  the  imputation  of  fanaticifm,  becaufe  a  fanatical  fpirit 
"  had  unhappily  been  blended  with  them.      Of  this  kind  was 
"  family  prayer,  which,  on  this  ground,  in  compliance  with  the 
^*  pFevailing  vogue,  \ya  s  neglected  by  numbers.    The  Book  of  Com- 
"  mon  Prayer,  which   had  been  extravagantly  run  down,  on  thq 
^*  change  of  times,  was  as  extravagantly  extolled  by  the  High  Church 
**  party,  as  if  no  other  prayers  were  proper  to  be  ufed  in  families  any 
?*  more  than  in  churches.*'   The  confequence  was,  that  as  they  were 
more  particularly  framed  to  be  read  only  by  men  in  orders;  whea,  in 
thefamilies  of  noblemen  andhigh  rank  there  was  no  chaplain,  theyfank 
into  difufe.    This  was  another  caufe,  to  which  was  owing  the  total 
pegledl  of  family  worfhip.    It  was  to  provide  a  remefly  for  this  decay 
of  devotion,  that  the  commiflioners  prepared  inftrudipns  apd  fer- 
vices for  domeflic  religion.    After  the  convocation  was  broken  up. 
Dr.  Prideaux  and  others,  fenfible  of  the  great  influence  of  die  reli- 
gion of  families  on  theftate  of  piety  in  the  world,  were  exceedingly 
earneft  for  the  publication  of  this  book.    The  Do6lor  very  flrongly 
urged  this  on  Archbifhop  Tennifon  5  but,  as  it  ihould  fcem,  an  op- 
portunity of  obtaining  the  concurrence  and  fandlion  of  a  future  con- 
yoqation,  without  which  the  Archbifhop  was  very  reludlant  to  its 
publication,  did  not  offer,  the  l^ook  never  made  its  appearance,  ^d 
was  eventually  loft.— -Sec  p.  6x— 66. 
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^om  its  fcrviccs  all  improprieties,  and  whatever  was 
inconfiftent  with  good  fenfc  and  tafte.  The  mea^. 
lures  which  the  commiflioncrs  were  authorifed  to 
^dopt,  derived  a  fanftion  from  the  revifal  of  the 
jcftabliflied  forms  that  had  taken  place  in  i66i. 
They  derived  a  recent  fanft ion  from  the  hneof  conduft 
which  the  late  Archbifhop  of  Canterbury,  Dr. 
Sancrofc,  as  we  have  intimated,  had  purfued.  He 
was  one  of  the  revifers  in  1661.  When  afterwards 
^e  was  advanced  to  the  archiepifcopal  fee,  confcious 
of  the  imperfections  of  our  liturgy,  he  ftood  forc- 
moft  ia  projefting  a  plan,  by  which  that,  together 
with  the  articles,  &c.  might  be  brought  under  a 
proper  review  and  be  fairly  examined.  ^*  This  cx- 
•*^  cellent  prelate,"  obferves  a  late  Noble  writer,* 
5*  gave  at  Jeaft  this  early  teftimony,  that  he  who  had 
^^  borpc  in  1661  ^  part  in  framing  them,  had  never 
^^  confidered  thefe  matters  as  finally  concluded. 
f*  He  went  farther;  for  he  made  public  his  opinion 
**  by  circulating  his  direftions  thereupon  to  the 
*^  bilhops  aad  clergy  of  his  province ;  his  laft  aft,  I 
*^  believe,  ^s  Metropolitan.-'  This  was  a  weighty 
recommendatiqa  to  the  proceedings  of  the  commit 
fioners  who  were  employed  in  carrying  into  eflFeft 
the  plan  which  Bancroft  had  not  the  opportunity 
pf  bringing  forward,  but  which  he  had  fhewn  a 
ilrong  difpoiition  to  patronife  and  ai&fL 

Several  publications,  fhewing  the  reafonablenefs 
and  neceifity  of  making  proper  alterations  and  obvia- 

•  **  Hints  fubmitted  to  the  ferious  attention  of  the  CJergy,  &c." 
atra^,  for  which  there  is  no  doubt  the  public  is  indited  to  the  pea 
^i  his  Grace  the  late  Duke  of  Qr^QOt    p.  34. 
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ting  objcftions,  came  out  about  this  time  from  the 
pens  of  learned  and  rcfpcfiable  charaftcra  in  the 
church  J  cfpecially  from  Dr.  Pridcaux  dean  of 
Norwich^  who  addrefled  the  public  on  the  fubjeft 
in  different  tra&s.  In  one  entitled  *^  A  Letter  to  a 
**  Member  of  Parliament/'  he  obferved,  **  that  no 
^^  alteration  was  intended,  but  in  things  declared  to 
<'  be  alterable  by  the  church  itfelf.  And  if  things 
**  alterable  be  altered  upon  the  grounds  of  prudence 
*^  and  charity,  and  things  defective  be  fuppHed^ 
**  and  things  abated  be  rcftorcd  to  their  proper  ufe, 
^^  and  things  of  a  more  ordinary  compofition  re- 
*^  vifad  and  improved  ;  whilft  the  doflrine,  govern- 
^^ment,  and  worfhip  of  the  church  remain  entire, 
*'  in  all  the  fubftamial  parts  of  them  j  we  have  all 
**  reafon  to  believe,  that  this  will  be  fo  far  from  in- 
*'  juridg  the  church,  that  on  the  contrary  it  ihall 
**  receive  a  great  benefit  by  it/'* 

Dr.  Burnet,  the  biihop  of  Salilbury,  delivered  a 
difcourfe  at  St.  Lawrence,  Jewry,  on  November  1 6, 
from  AAs  vii.  36,  with  an  evident  view  to  the  con- 
ciliatory meafures  which  were  then  m  contemplation. 
It  was  a  feafonable,  earned,  and  imprefTive  exhor^ 
tation  to  peace  and  union.  His  lordihip  lamented 
the  long  conteft  which  had  exifted  about  things 
confcfTed  by  all  to  be  indifferent;  and  the  alarm 
which  had  been  taken  at  the  fmalleft  efforts  made  to 
reconcile  the  contending  parties*  The  propofed 
alterations,  he  obferved,  were  of  themfelvesdefirable; 
though  not  one  diffenter  ihould  be  gained  by  them ; 

^  AsqttOtediOt]^6^Fre^an4CandidI)ifc|uifitio»$/*p.48i9482t 
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and  they  were  fuch  a&  tended  to  render  all  offices  of 
the  church  both  more  unexceptionable  and  more 
edifying.     He  urged,  that  inftead  of  indulging  the 
pride  of  not  yielding  to  one  another  in  any  thing, 
ihcy  Ihould  father  engage,  with  a  holy  emulation,  to 
try  who  could  concede  mdft  for  the  healing  of  thofe 
wounds  that  had  been  fo   often  opened  and  that 
began  then  to  bleed  afrcfli.     Referring  to  the  Att 
of  Toleration,  which  had  lately  been  paffed,  his  dif- 
courfe  breathed  thefe  enlarged  fentimcnts  of  libera- 
lity ;  "  God  be  thanked  for  it/'  faid  the  bifiiop, 
^^  that  there  is  an  end  to  all  perfecution  in  matters 
••  of  confciencej  and  that  the  firft  and  chief  right 
^*  of  human  nature,  of  following  the  didhtej  of 
**  confcience  in  the  fervice  of  God,  is  fecured  to  all 
^^  men  amongft  us;  and  that  we  are  freed,  I  hope, 
**  for  ever  from  all  the  remains  of  the  worft  part  of 
^*  Popery  that  we  had  too  long  retained,  I  mcail 
**  the  fpirit  of  perfecution*     If  this  give  tmeafincfi 
♦'  to  any,  it  ihews  that  their  eye  is  eVil,  becaufe  the 
**  eye  of  our  legiflators  has  been  good  towards  thofe 
*^  who,   though  they  may  be  miftaken    in  their 
**  notions,  yet  have  ftill  the  rights  of  men  and  of 
^'  Chriftians,    But  after  all  this,  it  is  to  be  remem- 
^'  bered,  that  ipen  may  be  Hill  perfecutors,  though 
*'  they  are  not  able  to  perfecute  any  longer,  accord- 
^^  ing  to  our  Saviour's  charging  the  guilt  of  intended 
^^  fins  on  thofe  who  never  a£ted  them :  for  as  long 
<<  as  we  entertain  hatred  and  malke  in  our  hearts, 
"  and  wi£b  that  it  were  in  our  power  to  do  others 
^^  hurt,  fo  long  we  become  guilty  before  God,  an4 
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•'  fo  do  wrong  to  ourfclves,  though  we,  arc  not  in  a 
^^  condition  to  do  them  any ;  but  if  we  do  them 
**  all  the  wrcMig  we  can,  we  (hew  what  our  tempers 
*'  are,  and  that  we  would  do  more  if  it  were  in  our 
♦^  power.  If  we  love  to  keep  up  old  diflFerences 
♦*  or  to  create  new  ones ;  if  we  will  continue  to  make 
*^  the  terms  of  communion  with  us  as  ftrait  as  poi^ 
^^  fibly  we  can,  and  fhut  out  all  perfons,  as  much  as 
**  in  us  lies,  from  joining  labours  with  us,  becaufe 
^^  they  do  not  in  all  things  think  as  we  do  -,  if  we 
**  will  by  turns  employ  all  the  intereft  we  have  in 
^^  any  turn  of  government  that  is  kind  to  us,  to  do 
*^  wrong  to  others,  either  by  loading  them  with 
falfe  accufations,  by  aggravating  fome  lefler  mat- 
ters, or  by  an  undue  profecution  of  real  but  re- 
pented fftults :  all  thefe  are  the  feveral  inftances, 
^^  in  which  an  injurious  temper  ihews  itfelf;  and 
•*  while  fuch  ^hings  are  among  us,  we  are  under 
^^  the  guilt  that  is  charged  on  thofe  Ifraelites  in  my 
**  text,  who  though  they  were  brethren,  yet  did 
**  wrong  one  to  another/** 

A  meafure,  like  that  of  this  propofed  comprehen- 
fion,  fo  fuited  to  the  ftate  of  parties,  fanfiioned  by  a 
royal  proclamation,  condu£l:ed  by  the  moft  eminent 
ccclefiaftics,  powerfully  recommended  from  the  pul- 
pit, and  that  would  give  a  new  afpe£l  to  the  religious 

eflabliihment,  could  not  &il  to  excite  much  attention. 
An  ecclefiaftical  commiflion,  fo  different  from  that 
of  the  former  reign,    did  accordingly  draw  the 

*  As  quoted  by  Calamyi  abridgement  of  tli^  life  of  Baxter^ 
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Noughts  of  men  to  it,  and  became  the  fubjcft  of  all 
their  difcourfc.  It  was  carneftly  patrpnifcd  b}?^  the 
approbation  and  good  wifties  of  fome.  It  was  as 
warmly  cenfured  and  oppofed  by  others. 

The  advocates  for  it  alleged  that  it  was  confonanc 
to  the  laws  of  the  land  ;  that  precedents,  fince  the 
reformation  in  the  reigns  of  Edward  VI.  Elizabeth, 
James  L  and  Charles  IL  jnftified  it:  that  inflead  of 
interfering  with  the  province  of  the  convocation,  it 
was  only  preparatory  to  its  proceedings:  that  pro- 
pofals,  not  impofitions,  were  the  conclufions  in 
which  the  deliberations  of  the  commiiTioners  ter- 
minated. The  religious  denomination  of  the  com- 
miilioners,  as  churchmen ;  their  rank  as  bifliops, 
deans,  and  archdeacons }  their  claim  to  fit  in  the 
convocation  ;  their  reputation  for  abilities,  probity, 
and  worth}  were  pleaded.  It  was  urged  that  the  beft 
church  is  not  abfolutely  perfeA  in  all  circumRantial 
things,  nor  can  ever  be  jnade  fo  here  on  earth :  that 
churches,  as  well  conftituted  at  firft  as  the  age  and 
cafe  would  bear,  may,  in  procefs  of  time,  admit  of 
alterations  and  improvements  :  that  the  conilirution, 
notwithftanding  that  of  1661,  was  ftill  capable  of 
another  revifal :  that  if  there  was  reafon  at  that  time 
*or  the  alterations  propofed,  which  were  computed  to 
be  about  fix  hundred,  there  was  equal  if  not  greater 
reafon  for  fome  additional  improvements ;  and  that 
if  then  they  had  offered  to  move  much  '  further,  a 
ftonc  would  have  been  laid  under  their  wheel  by  a 
fecret  but  powerful  hand.  On  the  principle  of 
policy  and  felfifli  feelings,  it  was  obferved  that  the 
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conformifts  would  derive  pleafare  and  comfort  from 
the  ftrength  and  beauty  which  fuitable  alterations 
would  add  to  the  houfe,  in  which  they  were  refolv(3(jl 
to  live  and   die;    and  that  the   diilenters,  if  they, 
were  not  gained  over  by  thcfe  conceffions,  would 
be  left  inexcufable.     The  dcfire  of  their  Majefties^ 
the  concurrence  of  the  Lords  in  the  Bill  of  Union^ 
and  the  expeftation  of  the  reformed  churches  looking 
for  the  adoption  of  meafures  friendly  to  peace  and 
union,  were  confidered  as  circumftanccs  thfit  ren- 
dered the  prefent  time  a  fit  junAure  for  fuch  a  defign. 
To  thefe  pleas  it  was  replied,  to  what  purpofe  was 
it  to  begin,  .when  it  was  not  feen  at  what  point  to 
end  ?    Was  it  not  better  to  endure  fome  ioconveni- 
encies,  from  which  no  conftitution  is  exempted,  than 
to  expofe  themfelves  to  certain  mifchiefs?     When, 
in  1661,  fix  hundred  alterations  had  no  competent 
effeft,  what  could  be  now  expefted  ?     The  true 
conformifts,  it  was  alleged,  were  very  well  fatisfied 
with  their  houfe,  and  contented  to  live  and  die  in  it: 
that  if   diffenters  would    take  poffeffion  of  that 
houfe,  make  breaches  in  it,  deface  its  beauty,  un- 
dermine its  ftrengih,  and  force  them  to  leave  it,  they 
could  not  take  it  well :   that  the  defires  of  their 
Majefties  were  beft  known   by  their  living  in  the 
communion  of  the  Eftabliflied  Church,  and  by  their 
declarations  to  favour  and  proteA  it :  that  the  fenfe 
of  the  lords  mufl  be  judged  of  by  the  fequel :  that 
the  diffenters  ought  to  be  fatisfied  with  the  tolcratioa 
granted  to  them  by  ftatute,  which  the  partizans  of 
the  church  could  not  gain,  foralmoft  twenty  years. 
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in  the  civil  wars :  and  that  the  reformed  churches 
generally  admired  the  Englilh  conftitution.  Many 
avowed  it  as  their  opinion,  that  no  aherations  ought 
at  all  to  be  made  in  things  pertaining  to  religion, 
but  when  there  was  a  great  nccefSty  :  that  there 
was  no  fuch  neceflity :  that  if  there  were,  it  was  not 
then  a  feafonable  time,  when  fo  many  fathers  of  the 
church  and  eminent  clergymen,  on  account  of  their 
fufpenfion  for  not  taking  the  oaths,  were  incapable 
of  ading  in  the  affair. 

By  fomc  of  moderate  fentiments  and  temper  it 
was  readily  granted,  that  frequent  alterations  would 
be  dangerous  to  religion  ;  but  even  they  afferted  the 
neceflity  of  alterations  in  the  prefent  cafe.  They 
aflcrted  the  indifpenfable  obligation  of  doing  the' 
mmoft  that  could  be  done  to  remove  the  evils  of 
a  fchifm  which  had  very  long  difturbed  the  Chriftian 
church  in  thefe  lands ;  and  which  would  moft  cer- 
tainly lie  at  the  door  of  thofe  who  did  not  ufe  their 
beft  endeavours  to  remove  them  :  that  no  way  of  at-, 
tempting  it  was  left,  but  by  offering  moderate  and 
temperate  terras  to  the  diffcntients,  whom  perfua- 
fions  had  not  mollified,  nor  arguments  convinced  ; 
and  whom  church  cenfures  and  penal  laws  had  only 
irritated.  The  remedy  which  now  offered  was  to 
concede,  as  far  as  pofUble,  with  refpedt  to  thofe  e?^- 
cepted  palTages  in  the  liturgy,  and  thofe  ceremonies 
in  the  worfhip,  to  which  their  difTenting  brethren 
could  not  conform.  They  aiked,  with  propriety  and\ 
force  and  with  a  lenient  fpirit,  "  What  are  thofe 
"  ihihgs  about  which  we  differ,   that  we  muft  for 
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**  ever  facrifice  to  them  the  peace  both  of  church 
**  and  ftate,  without  abating  the  Icaft  tittle  for  fa 
*'  great  a  good  as  that  of  the  common  union  of 
**  Chriftians  among  us*  Is  it  not  enough  that  for 
"  the  fake  of  trifles  we  have  for  thcfe  thirty  years  paft 
driven  up  our  divifions  and  animofitie^  againft  each 
other  to  fuch  a  height,  as  that  we  had  almoft 
**  totally  given  up  our  church  to  popery,  and  our 
**  government  to  tyranny  ?  Certainly  it  is  now  time 
•*  to  fit  down  and  confider,  whether  thofe  things,  for 
•*  the  fake  of  which  we  bring  fo  much  mifchief  to 
this  poor  diftreffed  church  and  nation,  are  of  fo 
great  a  value,  that  nothing  muft  be  abated  of  that 
"  unreafonable  ligour  whereby  we  have  hitherto 
**  maintained  them.  Gould  but  an  union  be  once 
**  effefted  amongft  ourfelves,  we  need  not  fear  all 
•*  the  power  of  France  and  Rome  in  the  firmefl: union 
**  againft  us." 

'While  the  meafures  propofed  by  the  commif-^ 
fioners  recommended  themfelves  to  the  minds  of 
many  as  "  wife,  equitable,  and  pacific/'  there  ex- 
ifted,  as  we  have  noticed,  in  the  opinion  of  others, 
who  viewed  them  in  a  different  light,  ftrong  objec- 
tions againft  them,  which  the  advocates  for  the  mea- 
fures endeavoured  to  obviate.  The  timid  were  alarmed 
V  at  the  idea  of  altering  any  thing  in  a  wcll-conftituted 
church.  It  was  like  drawing  a  beam  out  of  a  well-built 
boufe,  which  could  not  be  done  without  endangering 
the  fabric.  They  did  not  perceive  that  this  apprehen- 
fion,  if  men  had  yielded  to  it,  would  have  eflFeftually 
prevented  the  reformation  from  popery.  The  cautious 
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were  deterred  from  beginning,  becaufe  they  could  not 
forcfee  where  the  alterations  would  flop  j  though  it 
was  replied,  that  they  would  flop  when  any  thing 
not  fit  to  be  done  was  propofed*     On  the  fame  fpirit, 
it  was  objefted,  they  who .  want  alterations  will  be 
flill  craving  for  more*     It  was  anfwcredj  that  tp 
deny  what  it  was  jufl  and  fitting  to  grant,  was  to  give 
them  a  great  advantage,  and  to  afford  ground  for 
complaint  and  reraonflrance.     An  affefted  delicacy 
for  the  honour  of  the  church  pleaded  that  changing 
was  reproachful :  the  refieftion  never  occurred,  that 
it  was  notore  reproachful  obftinately  to  rcfifl  a  change^ 
for  which  good  reafons  might  be  alleged.      With 
a  temper  peculiarly  illiberal  and  uncandid,   it  was 
urged  by  fome  that  the  Diflenters  were  obflinate 
and  perverfe,  and  that  there  was  no  rcafon  to  en- 
deavour to  gratify  them.     They  who  reafoned  thus, 
were  reoiinded  of  the  conduft  of  phyficians  who  do 
not  prcfently  cafl  off  a  peevifh  patient,  but  fludy  to 
fuit  his  palate  and  humour;   which  pattern  of  fkill 
and  gentlenefs  it  became  them  to  imitate  ;  and,  as  an 
objeftion'to  the  proceedings  was  drawn  from  the 
abfence  of  the  fufpended  bifhops  and  clergy,  and 
the  want  of  their  aid  and  concurrence ;  it  was  anfwered, 
that  the  needful  alterations  might  be  made  without 
them;  and  that  their  approbation,  if  they  were  true 
to  the  public  intereft,  or  their  own  promifes,  might 
be  undoubtedly  expefted. 

Thefe  reafonings  and  pleas,  though  they  came 
from  eminent  perfons  of  the  church,  did  not  in  the 
leafl  degree  move  thofe.  who  had  'fixed  their  tw  plus 
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"kltray  and  were  refolved  not  to  advance  a  ftcp,  of 
their  own  good-will,  beyond  the  line  drawn  by  their 
forefathers.  The  Afts  for  Uniformity  were  rcprc- 
fented  as  much  more  €£fe£liial  fecurities  for  union, 
than  any  alterations  could  be  which  the  church  was 
able  juftly  to  fandion.  If  the  Aft  of  Uniformity 
has  made  one  diflenter,  toleration  and  alterations,  it 
was  faid,  have  created  hundreds.* 

Among  the  trafis  publiflied  on  this  occaiion,  one, 
from  its  title  "  Vox  Clcri,t'*  may  be  fuppofed  to  ex- 
prefs  both  the  fpirit  and  fentiments  of  the  clergy,  who 
were  inimical  to  any  alterations.  Of  this  produftion, 
the  following  pafTages  will  give  the  reader  a  fpecimen. 

•  Cakmy,  vol.  i.  p.  45 S— 460. 

t  The  trad  entitled  "  Vox  Cleri"  was  imputed  to  Mr.  Thomas 
Long,  a  prebendary  of  Exeter.  It  was  oppofed  by  "  An  anfwer 
**  to  Vox  Cleri,  &c.  examiningthe  reafons  againft  any  alterations  and 
**  abatements  in  order  to  a  comprehenfion,  and  (hewing  the  expe» 
**  diency  thereof  5"  faid  to  be  written  by  Dr.  Wm.  Payne,  1690, 4to. 
••  Vox  Populi,  or  the  Senfe  of  the  fober  Laymen  of  the  Church  of 
**  England,  concerning  the  heads  propofed  in  his  Majefty's  Com- 
**  miffibn  to  the  Convocation,**  1690,  4to. "  Vox  Regis  et  Regni,or 
**  a  Proteft  againft  Vox  Cleri,  and  a  perfuafive  (thereby  occalioned) 
<<'to  make  fuch  alterations  as  may  give  eafe  toour  diflenting  breth- 
**  ren/*  }69fo»  4to.  And  ^*  Two  Letters  and  a  vindication  of  them> 
'**  concernii^  alterations  in  the  liturgy,  by  Mr.  BafTef,"  1689,  4^o- 
The  "  Anfwer  to  Vox  Cleri**  was  replied  to  in  a  **  juft  Cenfure  of 
**  it ;"  and  Dr.  Henry  Maurice,  chaplain  to  Archbiftiop  Sancfoft, 
publifhed  **  Remarks  from  the  country  upon  the  two  letters  relating 
*•  to  the  Convocation  and  alterations.***  The  fpirit  and  prejudices  of 
Mr.  Long,  the  fuppofed  author  of  the  •*  Vox  Cleri,*'  are  exprefled 
by  his  own  pen  in  the  tenor  of  his  chara6teriftical  epitaph  on  Mr. 
Baxter,  g^ven  from  Dr.  Grey, in  my  editio»  of  Ncal's  Hiftory  of 
the  Puritans,  vol.  v.  p*  7^  note. 

*  Birch*8  Life  of  Titlotfoh,  p.  2ia. 
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**  There  is^^*  this  writer  obfervcs,  "  no  ncceiEty 

«*  that  we  (hould  expofe  ourfclvcs  to  that  reproach 

**  which  is  endeavoured  to  be  fixed  on  fome  of  us^ 

**  of  being  eccleflaftical  tinkA"s  j  who  undertaking  to 

**  mend  one  hole  do  ufually  make  two  or  three. 

*'  We  have^  by  (landing  our  ground  j  put  to  flight  one 

•*  formidable  enemy;  arid  is  there  a  neccffity  that  by 

**  giving  ground^  we  (hould  bring  ourfelves  under 

**  the  power  of  another  ?    What  though  there  be 

**  fome  few  that  are  really  but  caufclefsly  oflFended  at 

**  our  ceremonies,  muft  we  for  their  fake  give  offence 

**  to  the  Church  of  God?     What  nece(fity  is  there 

**  that  for  the  fake  of  a  few  ignorant  or  peevi(h  or 

•*  un(atisfiable  pcrfons,  that  will  not  be  plcafed  with 

all  that  we  can  do,  we  (hould  confirm  them  in  their 

obftinacy,  by  yielding  and   complying  with  their 

**  humours  ?     Is  it  neceflary/*  the  author  proceeds, 

that  a  parent  (hould  yield  to  a  difobedient  child 

upon  his  own  unreafonable  terms  ?     Is  it  nece^ry 

**  that  a  church,  in  which  all  things  neceflfary  to 

**  falvation  may  be  freely  enjoyed,  (hould  accufe  her- 

*«  felf  of  the  want  of  Chriftian  charity,  and  of  impo- 

**  fing  fuch  finful  terms  for  admitting  others  into 

•*  her  communion,  as  were  purpofely  dcfigned  to 

keep  them  out,  and  afterwards  voluntarily  caft  off 

thofe  things,  and  thereby  confefs  themfelves  guilty 

"  of  fo  great  uncharitablcuefs  ?     Is  it  neceffary  that 

we  (hould  part  with  any  thing  to  them,  of  whom 

we  have  reafon  to  fufpeft  that  they  will  not  leave 

craving  till  they  have  all  ?    -When  thefe  things, 

"  and  fuch  as  thefe,  are  proved  to  be  neceffary,  then 

£    2 


44 


4C 


St  ]^ISTORY  O^    THE  C.U 

**  {hall  wc  be  ready  to  make  alterations  in  our  cere- 
•*  monies,  and  other  circumftances :  in  the  mean 
**  time  we  ftiall  account  ourfelves  happy  in  the  num- 
**  ber  of  thofe  Englifhmen,  who  know  when  they 
«  are  well  off/'* 

The  language  and  ftrain  of  thefe  paragraphs  atteft 
the  truth  and  correftnefs  of  the  preceding  ftatement. 
They  are  diftated  in  a  high  tone  of  authority.  The 
^writer,  and  they  whom  he  reprefented,  had  forgotten 
the  principles  of  the  Reformation ;  they  had  forgotten 
the  Icffons  of  their  Divine  Matter:  **  Call  no  man 
€^  matter,  nor  be  ye  called  rabbi,  for  one  is  your 
**  matter,  even  Christ,  and  all  ye  are  brethren. 
<^  Ye  know  that  the  princes  of  the  Gentiles  exercife 
•*  dominion  over  them ;  and  they  that  arc  great  ex- 
*'  ercife  authority  upon  them :  but  it  shall  not  bk 
**  so  among  you." 

While  thefe  debates  were  agitated,  and  matters 
were  argued  on  both  fides,  the  party  in  the  intereft 
of  the  abdicated  king  availed  themfelves  of  the  oc- 
calion  to  inflame  the  minds  of  men.  They  raifed  the 
cry,  that  the  church  was  to  be  pulled  down,  and  the 
preft)ytery  to  be  fet  up ;  that  the  defign  was  to  di- 
vide and  dittraft  the  church ;  and  under  the  offer 
of  fuch  concefEons,  to  betray  and  enfeeble  it,  and  to 
cxpofe  it  to  ridicule.  The  Univerfities  took  the 
alarm ;  and  began  to  proteft  againtt  the  plan,  and 
againft  all  who  promoted  it,  as  perfons  whofe  inten- 
tions were  to  weaken  the  church.  Severe  rcfle6Hons> 
were  alfo  thrown  out  againtt  the  King  for  joining 

*  As  quoted  by  Calarny^  p.  461. 
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an  interefl:  inimical  to  it.  The  "  Church'*  was  the 
Shibboleth  of  the  day ;  the  word  given  out  by 
the  Jacobite  faftion,  under  which  they  thought 
they  might  more  fafely  flieher  themfelve^.  General 
cxpeftation  was  direfted  forward  to  the  meeting  of 
the  convocation  in  December,  as  to  the  period  when 
thefc  differences  would  be  brought  to  an  authorita- 
tive determination.  In  every  quarter  there  were 
great  canvaffings  in  the  eleftion  of  members  of  the 
convocation,  a  thing  not  known  in  former  limes. 
It  was  foon  very  vifible,  that  the  temper  of  men  was 
not  cool  and  calm  enough  to  encourage  the  pro- 
fecutioQ  of  a  pacific  and  liberal  defign.* 

The  zeal  both  of  the  friends  to  the  objeft  of  the 
commiiEori,  and  of  thofe  who  opnofed  ir,  was  direfted 
to  the  appointment  of  the  prolocutor  of  the  lower 
houfe  of  convocation  at  the  enfuing  meeting.  The 
former  and  the  Court  were  folicitous  to  carry  the 
cleAion  of  Dr.  Tillotfon,  the  dean  of  St.  Paul's^ 
His  prudence  and  moderation  would  improve  the 
influence  that  being  in  the  chair  would  give  him,  to 
promote  the  ends  for  which  the  convocation  was 
called.  The  other  party  fet  up  as  his  competitor 
Dr.  Jane,  dean  of  Glocefter  and  rcgius  profeffor 
of  divinity  in  Oxford  ;  whom  difappointment  and 
ambition,  as  well  as  his  principles,  difpofed  to  coun- 
teract whatever  was  to  be  fubmitted  to  the  convoca-^ 
tion.  The  general  temper  of  the  clergy  was  in  favour 
of  his  cleftion;  and  it  was  efFeftually  fecured^by  the 
intrigues  of  two  noblemen,  the  Earls  of  Clarendon 

•  Burnet's  Hiftory,  yol.i?.p.  46,  47» 
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and  Rochcfter,  who,  on  their  mothers*  fide,  were 
nephews  to  the  Queen ;  and  who,  on  this  ground, 
had  raifed*  their  c:^pectation  of  being  appointed  to 
fomeof  the  higheremployments  under  the  new  govern-r. 
ment.     Difappointed  jn  their  afpiring  views,  refent^ 
ment  infligated  them  to  ufe  their  efforts  to  embarrafs 
the  meafures  which  they  were  not  invited  to  conduft. 
Among  other  fcheraes,   they  fet  themfelves  to  defeat 
the  objefts  for  which  the  clerical  affembly  had  been 
convened ;  and  with  this  defign  they  direfted  their 
thoughts   to  Dr.  Jane,  as  a  competitor  with  Dr, 
Tillotfon.      They  went  to  Oxford  to  bring  him 
over  to  their  counfels,   and  found  him  very  ready, 
from  naortified  ambition,   to  concur  in  all  their  pro- 
pofals.     The  Dean  of  Glocelter,   with  three  other 
deputies,  had  waited  on  the  Prince  of  Orange  at 
Hungerford,  on  his  march  to  London,  to  offer  him 
the  plate  of  the  Univerfity  of  Oxford,  which  the 
Prince  handfomely  refufed  j  and  from  a  high  opinion 
of  the  merit  of  his  fervices,   he  alked  a  nomination 
to  the  fee  of  Exeter,   then  vacant  by  the  tr^mflatioa 
pf  Bifhop  l^amplugh   to  the   archicpifcopal  fee  of 
York  ;  but  his  requeft  was  not  granted,  becaufe  the 
preferment     he     folicited    had     been    previoufly 
promifed    to   Dr,   Trelawney    bifliop  of    Briftol  : 
at  this  he  was  fo  difgufted,  that  he  became  ever  after 
^  profeffed  enemy  to  King  William  and  bis  govern- 
ment.*    Dr.  Tillotfon    Lad  alfo  from,,  a    fimilar 
caufe,  an  opponent  in  one  of   the  commiflioners, 

^  Pridcaux^s  Life,  p.  S49  SSt  si* 
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Dr.  Compton  biihop  of  London,  who  was  jealous 
of  the  Dean  of  St.  PauPs,  under  an  apprehenfion  that 

the  fee  of  Canterbury,  of  which  he  had  once  before, 
on  the  tranflation  of  Dr.  Sancrofc  to  it,  been  difap- 
pointed,  was  intended  for  Dr.  Tillotfon.  This 
preferment  he  conceived  to  be  due  to  himfelf,  not  only 
as  a  reward  for  his  condu6l,  both  before  and  during 
the  revolution,  but  on  the  ground  of  his  rank  and 
family.*  Thus  private  rcfentments  and  pcrfonal 
views  were  oppofed  to  the  liberal  intentions  of  the 
government ;  and  with  an  infidious  and  concealed 
influence  thefe  felfifli  feelings  obftrufted  and  even 
defeated  meafures  of  extenfive  and  national  im^ 
portance. 

The  convocation  met  on  the  21  ft  of  November 
1689.  The  Bifhop  of  London  was  chofen  prolo- 
cutor of  the  upper  houfe,  and  Dr.  Jane  of  the 
lower.  This  eledion  put  an  end  to  the  hopes  of 
thofe  who  wilhed  for  a  comprehenfion.  The  fer- 
mon,  in  Latin,  was  preached  by  Dr.  Beveridge,  who 
obferved  that  "  to  change  old  laws  for  new  is  always 
^'  dangerous,  unlefs  fuch  a  ncceffity  conftrain  as  is 
"  otherwife  infuperable  :*'  he  acknowledged,  how- 
ever, that  "  nothing  was,  anciently,  more  ufuat 
*'  with  all  the  churches  of  God,  than,  when  times 
**  and  neceffity  required  it,  to  change  the  laws  made 
*'  by  themfelves,  to  abrogate  old  ones,  and  fubftitute 
"  others  and  perhaps  diflFerent  ones  in  their  ftead* 
^^  This  could  not  be  unknown  to  any   one  who  is 

*  Birch'«  life  of  Tillotfcm,  p.  a<>o» 
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*'  verfed  in  ecclefiaftical  hiftory/'*  On  the  25th  of 
November  the  new  prolocutor  was .  prefentcd  to 
the  Bifliop  of  London,  whofe  chaplain  he  had  been, 
for  his  lordftiip's  approbation.  According  to  cuftom 
headdreffed  the  affembly  in  a  Latin  fpeech.  lie  ex- 
tolled the  excellence  of  the  Church  oi  England  as 
eftabliflied  by  law,  above  all  other  national  efta-. 
blilhments  j  intimated  that  it  wanted  no  amendment ; 
and,  with  an  air  of  triumph,  concluded  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Englifli  Barons  on  a  different  occafion, 
*'  Nolumus  leges  AngUa  muiari  /f**  expreiEve  of  a 
determination  not  to  confent  to  any  change  of  the 
Englifli  laws.     The  biftiop  iii  hi$  anfwcrj  delivered 

*  Candid  DifquiOtions,  p.  aSz,  note  18,  ad  edit. 

+  This  famous  anfwcr,  Bifhop  Warburtan  obferves,  has  been 
^quoted  a  thoufand  and  a  thoufand  tirnes ;  and  yet  nq  body  feenis 
to  have  underflood  the  policy  and  management  from  which 
it  arofe,  and  which  it  at  firfl  implied.  It  originated  with  a  Bill 
brought  into  Parliament  in  the  reign  of  Henry  11 .  by  the  bifhops, 
who,  as  partifans  of  the  Pope,  wifhed  to  fubje<5b  England  to  the 
imperial  and  papal  laws.  The  cables  of  the  barons,  under  the 
Norman  and  Plantagenet  races,  were  full  of  baftards ;  fo  that 
the  very  name  was  honoi^rable.  The  bifhops  to  meet  this  ftate  ot 
things,  and  to  dr^w  the  barons  into  their  views,  with  an  air  of  great 
•courtefy  and  confideration  for  the  fituation  of  their  deicendan^s, 
propofeo  it  to  Parliament  to  pafs  an  A6b,  which  fhauld  legalize 
'  children  born  before  naarris^ge.  The  barons  penetrated  into  the 
defign  of  the  meafure,  and  anfwered  with  one  voice,  "  Quod  no- 
**  lunt  leges  Angliae  mutari :"  rejedting  a  propofition  mofl  agreeable 
to  them,  from  fear  of  the  conl'equences,  the  introduction  of  the 
imperial  laws,  whofe  very  genius  and  eflence  was  arbitrary,  defpotip 
power.  Their  anfwer  (hews  it,  "  Nolumus  leges  Angliae  mutari;" 
they  iiad  nothing  to  objeft  to  the  reform,  but  they  were  afraid  for 
^he  ponilitution.  Letters  of  a  late  emioei^t  Prelate,  p.  199,  Syq.  edi^ 
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alfo  in  Latin,  affefted,  though  he  had  been  a  party 
in  the  intrigues  to  which  Dr.  Jane  owed  his  eleftion, 
a  conciliatory  tone.     He  exhorted   the  clergy   to 
cxcrcife    and  promote  a   temper  of  kindnefs   and 
moderation  in  things  not  efl'entral  to  falvation,  and  to 
open  the  door  of  falvation  to  a  multitude  of  ftraying 
Chriftians.      He   told  them,    "  that  it  muft  needs 
*'  be  their  duty  to  (hew  the  fame  indulgence  and 
**  charity  to  diffenters   under  King  William,  which 
*'  fome  of  the  bifliops  and  clergy  had  promifed  to 
**  them  in  their  addreffcs  to  King  James."     He 
clofed  his  fpeech,  with  the  words  of  Jofeph  to  his 
brethren,  "  Ne  tumultuamini  in  conliliis  veftris,^^ 
admonifliing  them  to  preferve  unanimity  and  concord 
in  their  proceedings. 

At  the  next  meeting  the  bifliop  informed  the 
convocation,  that  the  royal  commiffion,  by  which 
they  were  empowered  to  aft,  had  been  difcoyered  to 
be  defeftive  by  an  eminent  civilian  to  whom  he  had 
communicated  it,  becaufe  the  great  feal  was  not 
affixed  to  it :  for  which  reafon,  he  fhould  prorogue 
them,  till  that  royal  atteftation  was  procured.  On 
the  4th  of  December,  when  both  houfes  were  con- 
vened in  Henry  Vllth's  chapel,  the  commiffion  dated 
the  30th  of  November,  and  having  the  great  feal 
annexed  to  it,  was  delivered  by  the  Earl  of  Notpng- 
ham,  who  had  always  fignalized  himfelf  by  his 
aftive  exertions  on  behalf  of  the  church.  It  was 
accompanied  with  a  meiTage  from  the  King,  affiiring 
the  convocation  of  his  invariable  favour  and  protect 
(ion ;  ^*  That  his  Majefty  hud  fummoned  i%  not  only 
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•^  bc^aufc  it  was  uftial  upon  holding  a  Parliament, 
^  *  but  out  of  a  pious  zeal  to  do  every  thing  that 
**  might  tend  to  the  cftabliflimcnt  of  the  Church 
•'  of  England,  which  was  fo  eminent  a  part  of 
**  the  reformed  church,  and  bed  fuited  the  con- 
^  ftitution  of  this  government :  that  he'doubted  not 
**  but  that  they  would  affift  him  in  promoting  its 
**  welfare,  fo  that  no  prejudices  with  which  fomc 
•*  might  labour  to  poflefs  them,  fhould  difappoint 
**  bis  good  intentions,  .  or  deprive  the  church  of 
**  any  benefit  from  their  conful  tat  ions.  His  Majefty 
•*  cxpreffed  bis  expeftations,  that  the  things  that 
•*  ihould  be  propofed  would  be  calmly  and  im- 
^  partially  confidered  by  them  :  and  he  affured  them 
•^  that  he  would  offer  nothing  to  them,  but  what 
•*  fhould  be  for  the  honour,  peace,  and  advantage, 
*♦  both  of  the.  Ptoteftant  religion  in  general,  and  of^ 
*'  the  Church  of  England  in  particular.'*  The  Earl 
of  Nottingham,  after  he  had  delivered  the  King's 
meffage,  addreffed  the  affembly  in  an  eloquent  fpeech, 
and  recommended  it  to  them  to  lay  afide  all  partial 
prepoffeffions  and  animofities  in  their  proceedings. 

The  biihops  withdrew  to  the  Jerufalem  chamber, 
where  they  agreed  upon  an  addrbfs  to  his  Majefty, 
the  fwrm  of  which,  with  a  copy  of  the  royal  meffage, 
ihey  fent  to  the  lower  houfe  of  convocation,  de- 
firing  their  concurrence.  The  purport  of  the 
cpifcopal  addrefs  was  to  thank  his  Majefty  ^^  for  the 
^  grace  and  goodnefs  expreffed  in  his  meffage,  and 
^  for  the  zeal  (hewn  in  it  for  the  Proteftant  religion 
^  in  gcntral,  and  the  Church,  of  England  in  partis 
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**  cular 9  and  for  the  truft  ^and  confidence  repofcd  !q 
**  the  convocation  by  the  commiffion.  They  looked 
^*  upon  ihefe  marks  of  his  Majefty's  care  and  favour 
^*  as  the  continuance  of  the  great  deliverance  which 
^'Almighty  Gob  had  wrought  by  his  means, 
**  making  him  the  bleffed  inftnument  of  their  pre^ 
**  fcrvation  from  the  cruehy  of  popifli  tyranny.  As 
^*  they  had  often  thanked  Gob  for  this,  fo  they 
^«  could  not  forget  that  high  obligation  *  and  duty 
^*  which  they  owed  to  his  Majefty,  On  the  renewal 
^*  affurances  of  his  proteSion  and  favour  to  the 
"  Church,  they  begged  leave  to  renew  the  affbrancc 
*'  of  their  conftant  fidelity  and  obedience  to  his  Ma* 
^*  jefty ;  and  that  in  purfuance  of  the  truft  and  con- 
**  fideace  he  repofed  in  them,  they  would  confider 
^  whatever  might  be  offered  to  them  with  calmnefs 
♦*  and  impartiality/'* 

The  lower  houfe  of  convocation,  on  receiving 
the  draught  of  this  addrefs,  would  not  confent  toiti 
but  firft  pleaded  for  the'  privilege  of  prefenting  a 
fpparate  one,  drawn  up  by  themfelves  ;  and  then 
waving  that  claim,  propofed  amendments  in  that 
fubmitted  to  them  by  the  biihops ;  for  they  dif* 
approved  of  the  claufe  in  which  his  Majcfty's  **  zeal 
**  for  the  Proteftant  Religion  in  general,  and  the 
^'Church  of  England  in  particular,'*  was  acknow- 
ledged by  the  addrefiers  with  fentiments  of  applaufc 
and  gratitudcp  The  lower  houfe  conftrued  this  as 
importing  fome  common  union  with  foreign  pro* 
(cilants ;  whereas,  in  their  judgment,  the  addrefs  ia 

•:  ^(hop  Compton's  Life,  p.  ^5. 
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return  to  his  Majefty's  mcflage  fhould  be  cxclufively 
confined  to  points  that  concerned  the  Church  of 
England,  On  this  principle,  if  they  were  not  per- 
mitted to  draw  up  a  new  form  of  their  own,  they 
were  very  zealous  for  an  amendment  of  that  claufe. 
With  a  view  to  adjuft  thefe  differences,  the  Bilhop 
of  Salifbury,  Dr.  Burnet,  from  the  upper  houfe, 
and  the  prolocutor  from  the  lower,  were  deputed  to 
hold  a  conference.  It  was  urged  by  the  bilhop,  in 
defence  of  the  claufe  to  which  objedions  were 
made,  that  as  the  religious  eftabliihmcnt  in  this 
country  was  not  diftinguiflied  from#other  proteft* 
ant  churches  but  by  its  hierarchy  and  revenues, 
die  phrafe  "  Church  of  England"  was  an  equivocal 
expreffion;  for  if  popery  (hould  again  prevail,  it 
would  be  called  the  Church  of  England  ftill.  The 
prolocutor  replied,  that  the  Church  of  England  was 
diftinguilhed  by  its  do£lrine,  as  it  flands  in  the  arti- 
cles, liturgy,  and  homilies,  as  well  as  by  its  hierarchy  • 
and  that  the  term  proteftant  churches,  as  the  So- 
cinians,  Anabaptifts,  and  Quakers,  aiTumed  that 
title,  was  Hill  more  equivocal.  It  was  dated,  that 
the  reafons  why  the  bifliops  infifted  on  the  exprefs 
meution  of  the  proteftant  religion,  were,  i.  Its 
being  in  oppofition  to  the  errors  and  corruptions  of 
the  Church  of  Rome,  the  known  denomination  of 
the  common  doftrine  of  the  weftern  part  of  Christ- 
endom. 2.  That  to  leave  it  out  might  have  ill 
confequenccs,  and  be  liable  to  ftrange  conftruftions, 
among  proteftants  as  well  as  papifts,  both  at  home 
and  abroad.     3.  That  it  agreed  with  the  general 
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reafon  ofFcrcd  by  the  clergy  far  their  amendments, 
fince  this  is  expresfly  mentioned  in  the  King's  mef- 
fage  i  and  in  this  the  Church  of  England  was  fo 
much  concerned,  that  the  bifhops  thought  it  ought 
to  (land  in  the  addrefs. 

Thclower  houfe,  after  debating  thcfe  reafons, 
refufed  their  confent  to  them ;  but  agreed  to  thank 
his  Majefty  "  for  his  pious   zeal  and  care  for  the 
**  honour,  peace,   advantage,  and   cftabliQiment  of 
"  the   Church   of  England  :*'  and    then  to  add, 
"  whereby  we  doubt  not  the  intcreft  of    all  the 
**  Protcftant^  Churches,  which  is  dear  to  us,  will 
**  under  the  influence  of  your  Majefty's  government 
*^  be  the  better  fccured/*     The  upper  houfe  defired 
them  to  give  their  reafon  for  inferting  "  proteftant 
*'  churches,"  inftead  of  the  **  proteftant  religion/*  * 
It  was  given  in  thefe   words :  **  We,  being  the  rc- 
"  prefentatives  of  a  formed  eftabliflbed  church,  do 
**  not  think  fit  to  mention  the  word  religion  any 
"  farther  than  as  it  is  the  religion  of  fome  formed 
**  eftablifhed    church."*        The   bifhops  returned 
the  amendment  with  this  alteration  :  "  We  doubt 
not  the  intereft  of  the  proteftant  religion,  in  (this 
and)  all    other    proteftant     churches   which  is 
*'  dear  to   us,   will   be  better  fccured   under  your 
**  Majefty's   government    and    proteftion."       The 
lower  houfe,  jealous  for  the  honour  of  the  Church 

•  Some  formed  eftabliflied  church.  This  Jaoguage  of  the 
Jower  houfe  "  ferves,"  as  the  Author  of  "  the  ConfefEonal"  remarks 
"  to  charadlerife  the  fpirit  and  piety  of  thefe  coarocation  men." 
He  adds,  "  the  word  for  religfton  in  the  Greek  Teftaroent  h 
**  i^^9iltia,  wkich  is  no  where  appropriated  to  a  formed  eftablifhed 
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of  England,  ij^rhich  it  was  conoeivcd  would  fuffct 
21  diminution,  by  joining  it  with  foreign  proteftant 
churches,  and  not  content  >to  (land  eVen  apon  a  level 
with  them,  would  havcl  the  words  {this  and)  omitted^ 
An  Addrefs  was  agreed  to  by  the  upper  hoofe  of 
convocation  only,  and  prcfcnted  to  'the  King  in  the 
Banqueting-Houfe  at  Whitehall,  on  Thurfday  the 
12  th  of  December,  by  the  Bifliop  of  London,  fix 
of  his  epifcopal  brethren,  and  feveral  dodors  of 
divinity.  In  this  addrefs,  the  thanks  which  had  been 
recommended  by  the  bifhops,  for  his  royal  com- 
milEon,  and  for  the  zeal  that  he  had  fliewn  on  behalf 
of  the  proteftant  religion,  were  omitted.  It  exprefled 
alfo  a  cool  regard  to  the  proteftant  churches, 
without  any  particular  fentiment  of  lendemefs  Co  the 
diHehters,  The  King  well  underftood  the  caufe  of 
thefe  omiiEons.  In  his  anfwer  he  faid,  that  he 
"  took  this  addrefs  very  kindly  from  the  convocation  j 

*•  church."  Paul  fpeaks  o^  fe^s  in  the  Jewilh  religioui  A&s  xxv. 
i^ ;  fome  of  which  were  jufl  as  much  eflahlsjbedi  as  the  Prefby- 
terians  aod  Quakers  are  in  England.  James,  ch.  i^  ay,  defines 
/*  pure  and  undefiled  religion  before  God  and  the  >  Father,'*  in 
terms  which  fhew^  that  fuch  religion  may  be  pradifed  and  con- 
formed to,  where  there  neither  is  nor  eyer  was.  an  eflablifhed 
church.  But  this  fort  of  religion,  the  pious  ^irocation  men 
did  not  think  fit  to  mention.  Their  notion  of  ^J^ligion,  indeed^ 
hath  rather  a  pagan  cafl  ^'  religionem,  earn,  qiix  in  metu 
*•  et  ccBREMONiA  Dcorum  fit,  appellant,"  fays  Cicero.  But 
another  pagan  feems  to  have  had  a  more  evangelieal  idea  of  rt^ 
Hgion.  '*  RELiGtosus  eft  non  modo  Deorum  fan6Htatem  magni 
•*  geftimans,  fed  etiam  ofEciofus  adverfus  homines."  Fejlusy  in 
verbo  RsLiGiosus. 

"  The  Confeffional."  Preface  to  the  firft  edition,  p.  38.    Or 
complete  edition  of  Archdeacon  Blackburn's  works,  toI.  ▼.  p.  89V 
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**  and  that  they  might  depend  upon  it,  that  he  would 
^*  do  all  he  had  promifed,  and  all  he  could  do  for 
**  the  fervice  of  the  Church  of  England ;  and  he 
**  wifhed  them  to  confider  this  as  a  new  affurance 
**  that  he  would  improve  all  occafions  and  op- 
**  portunitics    for  its  fervice." 

By  this  time  the  difpofitions  of  the  lower  houfc 
were  fully  afcertained,  and  a  great  majority  gave 
unequivocal  evidence  that  they  were  againft  allowing 
any  alterations  or  amendments  in  the  liturgy,  which 
was  the  next  fubjeft  to  be  confidcred  :*  And  as  the 
prefidcnt  and  his  brethren  of  the  epifcopal  bench 
thought  that  it  would  anfwer  no  valuable  purpofc 
to  communicate  any  propofals  to  them  on  that  head, 
the  convocation  was  adjourned  from  the  1 3th  of 
December  to  the  24th  of  January,  after  it  had  fat 
ten  days  without  advancing  one  (lep  in  thebufinefs 
for  which  its  members  were  called  together.  It  was 
at  laft  diffolved  with  the  Parliament.! 

**  There  was  at  this  time/'  fays  Bifhop  Burner, 
**  but  a  fmall  number  of  bifliops  in  the  upper  houfc 
*'  of  convocation,  and  ihey  had  not  their  metropo- 
•^  litan  with  them,  fo .  they  had  not  strength  and 
**  authority  to  fet  tBings  forward ;  therefore  they 
**  advifed  the  King  to  fuiFcr  the  fefEon  to  be  dif- 

*  "  In  what  a  contemptible  light,"  obferves  Dr.  Furneaux, 
**  does  that  majority  in  convocatioa  appear,  who  would  not  fo  much 
**  as  hear  what  was  prepared  for  their  confideration,  by  Juch  cele- 
*^brated  dhinesf  the  glory  of  the  Englifh  t:hurch,  a<3ing  under  a 
•*  royal  commiifion."    Letters  to  Blackftone,  p.  83,  note. 

+  Calamy,  vol.  i.  p.  461—464;  Birch's  Life  of  Tillctfon, 
p.  »o»— »07« 
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continued:  and  feeing  they  were  in  no  difpofition 

to  enter  upon  bufinefs,  they  were  kept  from  doing 
*'  mifchief  by  prorogations  for  the  courfe  of  ten 
**  years.  This  was  in  reality  a  favour  to  them.  For 
*' ever  fince  the  year  1662  the  convocation  had 
*'  indeed  continued  to  fit,  but  to  do  no  bdfinefs  :  fo 
*'  that  they  were  kept  at  no  fmall  charge  in  town, 
"  but  only  to  meet  and  read  a  latin  liturgy ;  and 
*^  confequently,  it  was  an  eafe  to  be  freed  from  fuch. 
*'  an  attendance  for  no  purpofe.  But  the  ill  reccp- 
"  tion  the  clergy  gave  the  King's  ineifage  raifed 
*'  a  great  clamour  againft  them,  fince  all  the  promifes 

made  in  King  James  Ild*s   time  were  now  fo 

entirely  forgotten.*** 

By  the  difagreement  between  the  two  houfes  of 
convocation,  on  the  bufinefs  of  the  royal  commiffion, 
was  laid  the  foundation  of  the  differences  that  after, 
wards  rofeto  a  great  height,  fubfifted  through  many 
years,  and  broke  ,out,  on  different  occafions,  to  the 
injury  of  religion,  while  they  brought  on  the  clergy 
cenfure  and  contempt.  In  the  inftanjce  before  us, 
the  pacific  wiflies  of  the  king  were  thwarted,  his 
liberal  attempts  proved  abortive,  an  opportunity  of 
conciliating,  at  leaft  many  of  the  diffenters,  and  of 
improving  the  worfliip  and  devotional  fcrvices  of  the 
Church  of  England,  was  loft:  and  a  defign,  of  which 
^rchbrftiop  Wake,  when  he  wa^  bifliop  of  Lincoln, 
declared  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  he  was  **  perfuaded. 
•*  it  would  have  been  for   the  interejl  and  peace  of 

•  Burnet,  yoI.  it.  p.  47— 48. 
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"  the  ChurchzndStztCj  had  it  been  accottipliflied/'* 
has  not  to  this  day  been  refumcdi     The  unfucccfs- 
fulnefs  of  the  propofals  for  a  coraprchenfion  was 
afcribed^  in  part,  to  the   Prpfbyterians,      At  the 
time  when  thcfe    conciliatory  meafures  were  de- 
pending, facred  orders,  agreeable  to  the  Prefbyterian 
form,  were  given  to  fifty  young  ftudents  :  and  Mr. 
Baxter  was  charged  with  reflefting  on  the  Church 
of  England,  in  a  book  which  he  then  pnblilhed.^ 
It  ihould  be  confeiTedjthat  thefe  inftances  of  conduA^ 
if  they  be  fairly  ftatcd,  were  not   feafonablc  and 
cautious ;  and  might  difpleafe,  if  not  exafperate,  thofe 
who  were  unfriendly  to  the  feheme  of  a  coraprc- 
henfion.    But  the  faft  wa§,  that  a  jealoufy  and 
diftruftjUot  to  be  conquered,  had  taken  hold  of  the 
inferior  clergy:  and    the  adherents  to  James  IL 
who  wiflied  and  hoped  that  the  propofed  alterations 
would  pafs^  that  they  might  be  fumiflied  with  ob- 
je&ions  againft  the  new  models  of  worfliip,  and  with 
grounds  for  making  a  fchifm  in  the  Church,  in  the 
warmth  and   precipitancy  of  their  tempers,  raifed 
fuch  a  clamour  againft  them,   as  prevented  their 
being  adopted. |     It  was  thought  dangerous  even  by 
the  friends  of  the  alterations   to  make  any  change, 
at  this  junflure^  that  might  give  pretence  to  thofc 
who  did  not  own  the  exifting  government  to  declare 
themfelves  adherents  to  the  old  church  as  well  as  the 
old  king.  (I 

♦  HiQts,  p.  aS.         §  Life  of  BifHop  Compton,  p.  57. 

t  Burnet,  vol.  iv.  p.  48. 
,11  Calamy,   toI.  i.  p.    464* 
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la  a  word,  great  was  the  icolliiion  of  parties  at  that 
time,  and  delicate  and  intricate  was  the  ftate  of 
afiairs  both  in  church  and  ftate.  **  It  appeared  in 
"  many  vifible  inftances/'  fays  Bilhop  Burnet/*  that 
••  our  wounds  were  then  too  tender  to  be  either 
**  handled  or  healed  }  fo  that  it  was  thought  fit  to 
"  let  the  matter  fleep,  and  to  give  no  new  occafion 
**  to  heat  and  animofity.  But  at  the  fame  time  to 
^*  keep  the  clergy  ftill  ready  upon  call,  if  there 
^  fliould  be  any  occafion  for  them  during  the  felfions 
**  of  Parliament  J  yet  not  to  charge  them  with  a 
**  neiedlefs  attendance,  when  the  public  occafions 
*•  put  them  under  fo  many  taxes:  it  being  alfo  ob- 
**  ferved,  that  in  a  hot  time  aJl  unneceffary  aflemblies 
**  are  to  be  avoided  j  for  if  they  have  no  bufinefs 
**  one  way,  they  commonly  make  it  another/'* 

Thus  terminated  the  fevenih  attempt  to  reform 
the  Church  oi  England,  by  confulting  the  fcruples 
and  objections  of  thofe  who  were  difiatisfied  with 
many  things  in  its  services.  The  firft  was  the 
Hampton-^Court  conference,  in  the  reign  of  James  I. 
BiCbop  Ulher's  fcheme  for  the  reduSion  of  epifco- 
pacy  was  a  fecond  meafure  of  this  kind,  in  the  time 
of  dharles  I.  After  the  reftoraiion  of  Charles  11/ 
propofals  for  a  comprehenfion  were  four  times 
brought  forward.  This  under  William  IIL  was 
the  feventh.  Ever  fince  the  aflfair  has  laid  dormant. 
Thefe  defigns  have  always  proceeded  on  a  principle 
not  to  be  admitted  by  one  who  underftands  the  rights 
of  Gonfcience  and  the  nature  of  Chriftian  liberty; 

*  As  quoted  in  Calamyi  vol.  L  p.  465* 
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this   principle  is  the  doArine  of  impofition.     Had 
thefe  attempts  been  fuccefsful,  they  could  have  had 
a  temporary  effeA  only:  for  as  the  Scriptures  arc 
more  critically  and  judiciouily  (ludied;  as  the  minds 
of  men  by  improvements  in  fcience  and  knowledge 
are  expanded  ;  as  free  enquiry  inveftigates  and  di& 
covers  exifting    corruptions    in   the  profei&on  of 
Chriftianity;  and  as  human  cteeds  and  eflablifhed 
forms  of  religion  are  examined  by  found  reafon,  and 
brought  to  the  facred  ftandard  of  divine  revelation; 
new  grounds  of  difl^tisfa£):ion    with   the  received 
forms  and  credenda  have  arifen;  new  reafons  of 
diflent  have  prefented  themfelves  to  a  reflefting 
mind ;  and  errors  in  feithand  worihip,  which  had  laia 
concealed  for  ages^  or  had  been  under  the  fandion  ' 
of  time  received  and  tenacioully  retained  as  undifputed 
truths^  have  come  to  light.    This  has  been  the  faA; 
and  experience  (hews,  that  as  the  human  mind  exerts 
its  powers  in  free^  impartial  enquiry,  and  becomes 
enlightened,  it  gains  vigour  and  refolution  to  avow 
its  c(HiviAions,  and  to  aA  up  to  them.     The  altera- 
tions which  would  fatisfy  the  limited  views  of  (mc 
age,  do  by  no  means  come  up  to  the  more  difcern« 
ing  penetration  and.  the  more  enlarged  ideas  of  a 
fubiequent  period.     When  the  matter  is  coniidered 
in  this  light,  we  have  Icfs  reafon  to  f egret  that  thefe 
paft  attempts  to  conciliate  and  unite  the  different  reli- 
gious parties  proved  abortive.     We  may,  however, 
with  pleafure  refleft  that  they  were  not  wholly  in 
vain.    They  awakened  attention;  they  caft  light  on 
the  qucftions  difcuffed  j  they  difcovercd  characters  j 
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they  cj^efcifed  caiidotir ;  in  fome  inftances  called  forth 
a  fpirit  of  liberality;  and  united  fome  worthy  perfons  * 
id  fflutual  good  opinion  and  in  fricndfliip,  whom  they 
failed  to  bring  under  the  bonds  of  the  fame  out- 
ward profeffion.     The  memorials  of  thefe  attempts, 
be  it  added,  conftitute  no  unprofitable  documents  of 
inftruftion  and  admonition   to  future  times.     The 
Records  of  the  proceedings,  on  thefe  attempts^  re- 
main not  only  to  furnifli  information  concerning  the 
ftate  of  opinions  and  parties  in  part  ages,  but  to  aflFord 
tules  of  conduft  dn  future  occafions,  and  to  give  a 
fjfnftion  to  new  meafurcs  of  reformings  and  uniting 
the  different  religious  parties,  and  of  fimplifying  and 
purifying  their  creeds  and  rituals.    This  has  in  reality 
been  the  eventual  effeft  of  King  William's  commif- 
JBon,   at  the  diftance  of  nearly    ico  years.     The 
Epifcopal  Church  of  America,  at  a  convention  of 
its  members  from  the  ftates   of  New  York,  New 
Jerfey,  Pennfylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia, 
^tid  South  Carolina,  holden  at  Philadelphia  from  Sept. 
^yth  to  0&.  yihj   1785,  in  a  revifal  of  the  Englifh 
liturgy,  adopted  the  alterations  of  the  Book  of  Com* 
mon  Prayer,  which  had  been  propofed  by  the  com- 
miffioners  under  King  William  liL  1689.*     Though 
the  immediate  purpofe    of   the  royal   commiilion 
mifcarried,  the  effort  has  not  been  loft. 

As  to  England;  **here,"  in  the  failure  of  the 
the  commiffion,  **  hath  Terminus j^  as  the  author 
of  **  the  ConfeflionaP*  exprcflcs  it,  **  fixed  his  pc- 
"  dedal,  and  here  hath  he  kept  his  ftation  for  two 

*  Brewfter^s  Secular  Eflays,  p.  i98. 
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*' whole  centuries.  We  are  juft  where  the  Act  of 
^^  Uniformity  left  us,  and  where,  for  aught  that  appears 
"  in  the  temper  of  the  times,  the  lad  trumpet  will 
"findus.'*§  Previoufly  to  the  proroguing  of  the 
convocation  fomc  matters  were  brought  forward, 
by  which,  befides  the  avowed  object  t6  be  obtained, 
it  was  defigned  to  intereft  the  public  mind  in  other 
queftions,  and  to  divert  the  proceedings  of  the 
meeting  from  the  point  which  they  were  fammoned 
to  confider.  With  this  view,  on  the  nth  of 
December  the  prolocutor  attended  the  prcfident  and 
biihops,  and  in  the  name  of  the  lower  houfc,  re- 
prefcnted  to  their  lordfhips,  that  *'  feveral  books 
*•  of  very  dangerous  confequence  to  the  Ghriftian 
**  religion  and  the  Church  of  England  had  been  re- 
'^cently  publiftied;*'  and  defired  their  lordfhips* 
advice,  **  in  what  way  and  how  far,  without  incur^ 
ring  the  penalty  of  25th  of  Henry  VIIL,  the 
convocation  might  proceed  in  preventing  the  pub-^ 
*•  Ircation  of  the  like  fcandalous  books  for  the  future; 
"  and  inflifting  the  cenfures  of  the  church,  according 
*^to  the  canons  provided  in  that  behalf,  upon  the 
^^  authors  of  them." 

One  of  the  p^odu6^ions  againft  which  this  requeft 
was  pointed,  was  a  ihect  of  paper  entitled  "  Note« 
**  upon  the  Creed  of  Athanafms ;''  which  had  met 
with  the  candid  reception  and  approbation  of  fome 
learned  men,  both  in  London  and  other  places. 
They  had,  it  appears,  excited  great  attention;  and  Dr, 
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§  The  Preface  tg  the  firft  edition,  p,  31 ;  or  Blackburne's  Works^ 

fol  T.p.90. 
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Sherlock  thought  fit  to  oppofeto  them  a  large  book, 
as  "  a  Vindication  of  the  Trinity  and  Incarnation.'* 
They  fell  alfo  under  the  animadverfion  of  two  other 
writers,  Mr  Savage  and  Mr.  Marlow.  In  the  year 
1690  they  were  republifhed  in  a  quarto  pamphlet, 
accompanied  with  an  hiftorical  view  of  "  The  Afls 
**  of  Great  Athanafius,  and  Obfervations  on  Dr. 
«  Sherlock's  Treatifc.*' 

Another  traft,  on  which  it  wa3  the  defign  of  the 
lower  houfe  of  convocation  to  fix  a  cenfure  was,  *^  a 
**  Letter  to  a  Friend  relating  to  the  prefent  convoca- 
••tion  at  Weftminfter,'*  by  Dr.  Prideaux.  This 
was  intended  as  an  anfwer  to  feveral  pamphlets  from 
the  pens  of  thofc  who  were  hoftile  to  any  alterations. 
It  met  with  fuch  warm  approbation,  that  an  impref- 
fion  of  feveral  thoufands  was  fold  within  a  fortnight 
after  its  firft  publication.  Though  it  appeared  with- 
out a  name,  the  author  was  difcovered,  and  the  rapid 
and  cxtenfive  fale  of  it  fo  exafperatied  the  other  party^ 
that  they  were  ready  to  make  him  the  immediate 
objeft  of  their  cenfures.  Bi|t  it  was  urged  that  they 
ought  to  begin  with  the  pamphlets  which  were  firft 
publiflied :  fo  juft  and  reafonablc  a  propofal  couH 
not  be  rejefted.  This  meafure  of.  the  prolocutor, 
it  was  alfo  alleged,  was  an  interference  with  the 
bufinefs  of  the  convocation  ;  it  made  an  appeal  to  the 
public  on  points  which  already  were  referred  to  the 
extraordinary  commiffion,  and  was  an  attempt  tq 
prejudge  a  caufe  before  it  was  authoritatively  heard. 
To  evadethe  objeftions,  the  wholeaflFair  was  dropped ; 
and  they  permitted  the  adverfary,  as   every  advp*. 
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cate  for  alterations  was  conceived  to  be,  to  efcape 
unpuniflied,  rather  than  that  their  friends  (bould  be 
cxpofed  to  the  fame  cenfure.  The  prolocutor,  how-* 
ever,  on  the  13th  of  December,  reported  to  the 
boufe,  "  that  the  prefident  had  declared  his  feni^ 
^*  of  the  ill  confcquences  of  thofe  books  which  had 
*^  been  fent  up  to  their  lordfhips  from  the  lower 
^'  houfe ;  that,  mpon  enquiry,  he  could  not  receive 
^^  any  f^tisfaftion,  how  far  the  convocation  might 
**  proceed  in  that  affair;  but  that  he  would,  as  far  as 
^^  lay  in  him,  take  further  order  about  it/'*  Here 
the  matter  concluded. 

Another  affair,  befides  the  main  objeft  of  the  royal 
commiffion,  preffed,  at  this  time,  with  great  weight 
on  the  minds  of  the  iclergy  in  the  convocation }  and 
feryed  to  divert  the  attention  of  men  from  the  dif^ 
cuffion  of  queftions  concerning  alterations  in  eccle^- 
fiaftical  matters.  This  was  the  fituation  of  the  bifliiops 
and  clergy  who  were  unfler  a  fufpenflon  for  refufiag 
to  take  the  oaths  to  the  new  government.  One  of 
the  members  of  the  lower  houfe,  from  a  referved 
kindnefs  for  them,  in  a  warm  and  zealous  fpeech 
propofed  that "  fom^thing  might  be  done  to  qiialify 
^*  them  to  fit  in  convocation,  fo  that  the  convocation 
^'  might  not  incur  any  danger  thereby.*'  But  this 
matter,  after  it  was  fuggcfted,  was  felt  to  be  of  top 
delicate  a  nature  to  be  purfued,  aijd  was  therefore 
)eft  to  farther  confideration.|| 

*  Birch's  Life  of  Tillotfon,  p.  a© 7,  ao8.  Prideaux's  Life,  p.  571 
5S.    ii  Colk^ion  of  Unitarian  Tra^s,  4to.  T69. 

{|  Pr.Compton'i|wifeyp.  56f 
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The  firft  day  of  the  preceding  March  had  been 
appointed  for  taking  the  oaths  of  allegiance  and 
fupremacy  to  King  William,  Eight  bilhops,  and, 
encouraged  by  their  example,  many  individuals  of 
the  inferior  clergy,  under  the  ide«^  that  it  was  repugn 
nant  to  the  allegiance  which  they  had  fworn  to  their 
]ate  fovereign,  refufed  to  take  the  oaths,  and  facri 
ficed  their  benefices  witl^  a  laudable  integrity  lo 
fcruples  of  confcience }  for  in  confequence  of  their 
refufal  they  were  fufpended  from  the  exercife  of  their 
facred  funftions,  and  from  the  enjoyment  of  their 
preferments.  They  were  diflinguiflicd  by  the  namq 
of  nonjurors.  The  bifliops  fo  denominated  were 
Sancroft,  of  Canterbury;  Turner,  of  Ely;  Lake,  of 
Chichefter ;  Kenn,  of  Bath  and  Wells;  White,  of 
Peterborough;  Lloyd,  of  Norwich;  Thomas,  of 
Worccfter;  and  Frampton,  of  Glocefter.  The  five 
firft  of  thefe  were  of  the  number  of  the  feven  bifliops 
fent  to  the  Tower  by  King  James,  for  refufing  to 
promulgate  the  declaration  of  indulgence.  "  Thus 
^*  a  fccond  time,  and  within  a  very  ihort  interval,** 
o^ferves  a  very  refpeftable  author,  *^  facrificing, 
^^  though  in  an  ignoble  and  unworthy  caufe,  their 
'^f  intercft  to  their  finceriiy  and  integrity.*'*  The 
vacant  fees  of  the  recufant  prelates  were  not  filled 
^p  for  more  than  a  year.  Thomas  and  Lake  did 
not  long  furvivc  their  fufpenfion.  The  latter,  on 
being  fcized  with  a  dangerous  diftemper,  figned  a 
folemn  declaration,  iq  v^]iich  ^e  avowed  it  to  h^ve 
been  his  determination  not  to  take  the  oath,  though 

f  Bdfham's  Hiflory  ^Qin  the  ^eYolution  to  the  HaDoverian  Suc- 
pefHoD,  vol.  i.  p.  ^15* 
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the  penalty  had  been  lofs  of  life;  and  profcffed  his  ad- 
herence to  the  doftrine  of  non-refiftance  and  paffive 
obedience,  which  he  regarded  as  the  diftinguifliing 
charaftcriftics  of  the  Church  of  England.  After 
his  death  this  paper  was  publilhed,  induftrioufljr 
circulated,  and  extolled  by  the  party  as  an  infpircd 
oracle,  pronounced  by  a  martyr  to  religious  truth  and 
fmcerity.*  Kenn,  whofe  publications,  the  genuine 
cflfufions  of  his  heart,  had  a  very  pra£lical  tendency, 
>!ived  after  his  deprivation  with  Lord  Weymouth 
at  Longleat.  At  the  death-bed  of  King  Charles  IL 
when  he  attended  on  him,  Bifliop  Burnet  reports, 
that  "  Kenn  fpoke  with  a  great  elevation  of  thought 
*^  and  exprefEon,  like  a  man  infpired/'|  Ete  had 
been  in  early  life  chaplain  in  the  court  of  the  I^rincc 
of  Orangey  and  on  his  landing,  declared  heartily 
for  him,  and  zealoufly  urged  others  to  join  hinu 
But  at  the  debates  in  the  convention  he  warmly 
adopted  the  notion  of  a  Prince  Regent,  Though  he 
refufed  the  oaths  himfelf,  he  perfuaded  the  clergy  to 
take  them;  and  wrote  a  paper  with  that  defign,  which 
Dr.  Whitby  faw  and  read.  He  even  went  to  Londoa 
with  a  defign  to  take  them;  but  after  be  arrived  ia 
town,  was  induced  to  change  his  mind,  and  ever 
after  continued  in  a  warm  oppofuion  to  the  govern- 
ment.f    He  died  19th  March,  1710 — ii.§     The 

*  Granger's  Biographical  Hiftory  of  England,  vol.  iv.  p.  a^i,  a. 

t  Burnet,  vol.  ii.  p.  459. 
t  Burnet,  voh  iv«  p.  9.    Granger's  Biographical  Hiflory  of  ^ng^ 
land,  vol.  iv.  p*  290* 

§  There  are  two  anecdotes  related  concerning  Dr,  Kenn,  which 
|}|ew  the  purity  of  hivqiindi  the  decorum  ofcharadiQr  hehadfup* 
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death  of  Dr.  Thomas,  on  the  25th  June  1689,  aged 
765  prevented  his  being  deprived  of  his  fee,  though 
he  had  been  fufpended.  Dr.  Frampton,  in  the  earlier 
part  of  his  life  chaplain  to  the  faftory  at  Aleppo, 
retired  after  his  deprivation  to  the  village  of  Standiih, 
near  Glocefter;  where  he  died  on  the  25th  of  May 
1708,  in  the  86th  year  of  his  age.  Dr.  Lloyd,  a 
fcholar  of  St.  John  the  Evangelift's  college  in  Cam- 
bridge, refided  for  fome  years  at  Lifbon  as  <!haplain 
to  the  faftory ;  in  which  poft  he  conduced  himfelf 
with  Angular  prudence  and  integrity  towards  the 
papifts.  The  moft  honourable  teftimonials  had  re- 
commended  him,  in  1675,  to  the  fee  of  LandaiF; 
from  which  he  was  tranflated  to  Peterborough  in 
1680,  and  to  Norwich  in  1685.  After  he  was  de- 
prived, he  removed  to  London,  and  died  in  the 
vicinity  of  that  city  on  the  ift  of  January  1709. 
He  left  his  library,  in  which  were  printed  books  and 
manufcripts  of  great  value,  to  the  college  in  which 
he  was  educated.  The  diocefe  of  Norwich,  when 
he  was  deprived,  loft  a  very  able  and  worthy  paftor, 
a  man  of  great  integrity  and  piety,  who  had  juft  and 
comprehenfive  views  of  the  duties  of  his  funflion ; 

portedf  and  an  independence  of  fpirit  not  to  be  corrupted  by  the  in- 
fluence of  rank  Jtnd  flation.  \Vhen  he  refided  in  the  court  of  the 
Prince  of  Orange,  he  obliged  one  of  his  Highnefs's  favourite  to 
perform  his  contrail,  by  marrying  a  young  lady  of  the  Princefs's 
train  whom  he  had  feduced  by  that  contradt.  When  he  was  chap* 
Jain  to  Charles  II.  and  the  court  was  at  Winchefter,  he  peremptorily 
refufed  to  admit  the  royal  miftrefs,  Nell  Gwynn,  into  his  apartments. 
The  Stateholder,  in  the  former  cafe,  was  highly  offended  ;  but  the 
King,  fo  fer  from  refenting  his  religious  intrepidity,  foon  after  raa4e 
him  a  bifhop.    pr^ger^  yoL^y.  p.  a90|  notf. 
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and  whofe  niind  was  bene  to  fulfil  ihem  on  all  oc* 
cafions  to  the  benefit  of  his  church,  and  the  honour 
of  God.*  Dr.  White,  after  the  Ibfs  of  his  bifhopric, 
lived  in  retirement,  and  died  on  the  3otb  of  May 
1698.  Dr.  Turner ,  the  intimate  friend  of  the  pious 
Bi(hop  Kenn,  had  enjoyed  the  peculiar  friendfhip 
and  patronage  of  the  late  abfconded  king,  when  he 
was  Duke  of  Ybrkj  by  whom  he  was  preferred  to 
the  deanery  ofWindfor,  which  he  afterwards  held 
with  the  bi(hopr1c  of  Rochcfter;  from  which  be  was 
tranflated  to  the  fee  of  Ely,  on  the  23d  of  Augufl 
1684.  After  he  was  deprived,  he  engaged  ii^a 
correfpondence  with  the  queen  of  the  exiled  kiog  \ 
at  St.  Germain's;  and  entered  on  iheafures  with  the 
Earl  of  Clarendon,  Lord  Prefton,  and  his  brother 
Mr.  .Graham,  for  reftoring  King  James  to  the 
throne,  whilfl:  King  William  was  abfcnt  at  a  congrefe 
of  princes  at  the  Hague.§  Thedefign  was  c^ifcovered; 

•  Dr.  Prideaux*s  Life,  p.  73. 

^  Bifhop  Burnet  adds  the  name  of  William  Penn,  the  £unous 
Quaker,  to  thofe  who  were  engaged  in  this  defign.  But  his  late 
liberal  and  intelligent  biographer  has  fully  vindicated  the  character 
of  this  great  man  from  the  mifreprefentation ;  who,  though  his 
came  was  inferted  in  a  proclamation,  on  fufpicion  of  haying  beea 
concerned  in  the  defign,  made  it  appear  to  the  King  and  Council  io 
1693,  that  he  never  was  a  party  in  this  or  any  other  attempt  of  this 
nature.  The  immediate  effeift  of  which  was  his  acquittal  from  the 
charge  brought  againft  him.  Valuable  and  fair  an  hiftorian  as  in 
general  is  the  bifhop,  in  this  inftance  his  ilatement  was  inaccurate; 
and  his  mind  was  warped  by  prejudice  conceived  againft  Mr.  Pena 
when  they  were  both  at  the  Hague.  The  error  ftands  on 
record  as  a  lelTon  of  caution  to  future  writers;  but  it  is  to  be  the  more 
regretted,  as  fubfequent  hiftorians  have  copied  from  Burnet,  and 
omitted  to  mendon  Mr.  Penn^s  acquittal.— See  Clarkfon's  Life  of 
Penn,  vOl.ii.p.  377. 
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fome  of  the  party  were  apprehended  and  imprifoned. 
Dr.  Turner  abfconded*  He  died  at  Thcrfield  in 
Hertfordfhire,  on  Nov.  2,  1700.II  A  vindication  of 
ihe  condadt  of  himfelf,  and  of  the  deprived  prelates, 
in  rejecting  the  oaths,  came,  with  other  publications, 
&om  his  pen* 

-  The  pcrfon  to  whom  the  prelates,  who  were 
fellow  fufferers  with  him,  looked  up  with  great 
deference  and  refpc£t,  was  Archbifhop  Sancrofc. 
He  attraAed  their  regards  by  his  unblemiihed 
morals  and  great  learning ;  commanded  their  atten-* 
lion  by  his  exalted  rank;  and  encouraged  their 
Imitation  by  his  own  example  of  fortitude  on  this 
occaSon,  and  by  his  refuliug  to  res^d  the  declaration 
for  liberty  of  confcience*  In  other  inftances  he  had 
(hewn  himfelf  timid  andirrefolute,  flu6luatingbetvi;een 
an  attachment  to  the  late  king  and  allegiance  to  the 
Dew;  not  uniformly  confident  in  his  fupport  of  the 
one,  nor  abfolutely  difcarding  the  intetefts  of  the 
Other.  "  Though  he  had  joined  the  othe?  peers  and 
?*  privy  counfellors  in  inviting  the  Prince  of  Orange 
to  take  the  adminiftration  of  the  government  upon 
him,  he  refufed  to  pay  his  compliments  of  congra-? 
^*  tulation  at  St.  James's  on  his  fafe  arrival.  When 
*•  the  convention  met,  he  came  not  to  take  his  place 
**  among  them,  rcfolving  to  aft  neither  for  nor  againft 
^^  the  interefts  of  King  James;  and  though  he  him-^ 
*'  felf  refufed  the  oaths,  be  cautioufly  avoided  taking 
any  fteps,  by  afting  or  fpeaking,  to  deter  other? 


€C 


9  Granger,  YoLiv.  p.  989.    S^rQe^  vol. it.  p.  zocj  and  Godwin 
f!e  PrscfaHbys,  cur^  Richardfon,  p.  277. 
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from  fuch  compliance/**  After  his  deprivation  he 
lived  in  retirement  at  Freffingfield,  in  the  county  of 
Suffolk,  where  he  was  born,  and  where  he  died  on 
the  24th  of  November  1693,  aged  y6.  He  is 
iaid  in  his  retirement  to  have  cultivated  his  garden 
with  his  own  hand;  enjoying,  though  with  the  fa- 
crtfice  of  gfcatncfs  and  fplendour,  the  peace  of  con- 
fcious  reftitude.  In  leaving  Lambeth,  he  firft  with* 
drew  to  a  private  houfe  in  town,  Thomas  earl  of 
Aylclbury  paid  him  a  vific  there :  the  prelate  re- 
ceived him  at  the  door  of  his  apartment,  which  he 
himfclf  opened.  The  Earl,  ftruck  with  this  circum- 
ftance  of  humiliation,  and  the  total  change  of  thefcenc 
in  which  he  had  frequently  beheld  him  at  his  palace, 
burft  into  tears.  As  foon  as  he  recovered  the  power 
of  fpeech,  he  told  him  how  deeply  he  was  affeftcd 
with  what  he  faw;  and  of  his  inability  to  fupprefs  hig 
grief.  **  Oh,  my  good  lord,'*  replied  the  prelate^ 
**  rather  rejoice  with  me,  for  now  I  live  again.'*!    : 

The  integrity  of  thefe  prelates  in  refufing  the 
oaths  to  the  new  government,  under  the  idea  that 
to  take  them  would  be  a  violation  of  their  former 
oaths,  how  erroneous  foever  we  may  think  theil^ 
views  to  have  been,  reflects  honour  on  their  names. 
It  was  a  generous  and  magnanimous  facrifice  of 
rank,  influence,  and  wealth,  to  confcientious  fcru- 
ples.  The  religious  reverence  due  to  an  oath  waS 
ftrcngihened,  in  their  cafe,  by  a  habit  of  attachment, 
from  education  and  principle,  ro  tlje  royal  family  oC 
the  Stuarts,  and  by  their  tenacious  adherence  to  the 

*,  BeKhaiTi;  vol,  i.  p.  115.        t  Granger,  rol.  iv.  p.  aSi. 
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doftrincs  of  paffive  obedience  and  non-rcfiftance. 
They  felt  alfo  their  obligations  to  the  royal  houfe^ 
to  which  they  owed  their  high  preferments.  Their 
fituation  brought  them  into  a  peculiar  difficulty  with 
refpcft  to  the  clergy  who  applied  to  them  for  infti- 
tuiion.  They  could  not  grant  it  without  tendering 
the  oaths,  which  they  themfelves  thought  unlawful* 
Previoufly  to  the  year  1660,  •the  Chancellors  of  a 
dioccfe  had  been  invefted  with  a  power,  in  the 
abfence  of  the  Bifliop,  to  give  inftitution  :  but  by  a 
general  agreement,  in  that  year,  the  bifliops  deter- 
mined to  except  this  power  out  of  th6  patents  which 
they, gave  to  their  chancellors.  The  obligation  to 
ice  that  the  clergy,  before  they  gave  them  inftitu- 
tion, took  the  oaths  to  government,  refted,  by  this 
exception,  folely  with  the  bifliops  ;  who,  if  they  ^id 
not  admit  the  clerks  prefented  xo  them,  were  liable 
to  the  anions  of  qua  re  impedit.  Under  this  per- 
plexity, to  avoid  at  once  fuch  aftions  and  yet  wave 
enafting  the  oaths,  they  granted  new  patents  to 
their  chancellors,  impowering  them  to  give  inftitu- 
tion. "  So  they  invefted  laymen  with  authority  to 
**  admit  clergymen  to  benefices,  and  to  do  that 
••  which  they  thought  unlawful,  as  was  the  fwearing 
to  an  ufurper  againft  the  lawful  king.  Thus  it 
appeared,^'  fays  Burnet,^'  how  far  the  engagements 
*•  of  intereft  and  parties  can  run  men  into  contra- 
**  diftions.'**  In  the  furvey  of  human  aftions  and 
conduft,  what  frequent  occafions  have  we  to  obferve 
and  lament  the  failure  of  firmnefs,  and  deviations 

*  Burnet, iVoL  iv.  p.  .9,  xq. 
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from  confiftency,  in  charafters  on  the  whole  refpcft- 
ablc  for  integrity  and  independence ! 

The  deprived  bifliops  were  permitted  to  continue 
at  their  fees  above  a  year ;  and  no  nomination  was 
made  of  others  to  their  eccleiiaftica!  ports.  They 
lived  during  this  fpace  privately  in  their  palaces, 
and  performed  no  epifcopal  funftion,  and  took  no 
part  in  the  concerns  of  the  church.  Bilhop  Burnet, 
by  the  Queen's  order,  engaged  Sir  John  Trevor  and 
the  Earl  of  Rochcfter,  who  had  great  influence  with 
the  prelates,  to  try  whether  they  would  renew  their 
fundions,  in  ordinations,  inftitutions,  and  confirma- 
tions, and  affift  at  public  worfhip,  as  formerly, 
fhould  an  Aft  be  obtained  to  excufe  their  taking  the 
oaths.  When  an  attempt  was  made  to  afcertain 
their  fentiments  on  thefc  points,  they  would  give  no 
other  anfwer  than  that  they  would  live  quietly. 
By  this  reply  it  was  underftood  that  their  intention 
was  to  keep  themfelves  clofe,  till  the  proper  time 
fliould  encourage  them  to  aft  more  openly.])  This 
was  an  indication,  that  however  a  confcientioiisf 
fcruple  might  at  firft  have  determined  them  to  refufe 
the  oaths,  an  attachment  to  the  abdicated  family 
had  a  firm  hold  on  their  minds,  and  that  they 
cherifhed  the  hope  of  an  opportunity  to  exprefs 
again  their  allegiance  to  it.  All  thoughts  of  en- 
gaging them  to  refume  their  epifcopal  funftions 
were  on  this  laid  afide:  and  it  was  determined  to  fill 
the  fees  which  had  been  vacated  by  deprivation. 
The  deteftion  of  the  plot  which  we  have  already 

II  Burnet,  rol.iv.  p.  zoj. 
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mentioned,  and  the  Biflbop  of  Ely's  letters  to  Sci 
Gefmains,  aflforded  a  fair  occafion,  and  fumiflied  a 
juftificaiioB  for  executing  this  purpofe. 

It  was  judged  a  matter  of  the  firft  importance  that 
the  fee  of  Canterbury  ftiould  be  well  filled.     The 
cfFefts  of  the  other  nominations  would  depend  upon 
this,  and  they  would  all  take  their  complexion  from 
it.     This  would  explain  the  views  of  the  new  king  j 
and  the  nation  would  learn  from  the  nature  of  it, 
whether  he  would  continue  to  purfue  moderate  and 
healing  meafures,  or  would  fall  in  with  the  pailions 
and  humours  of  a  high  party,  that  feemed  to  court 
him  as  abjeAly  as  they  inwardly  hated  him.     In  this 
critical  moment,  the  King  and  Queen,  from  a  defer- 
vedly  high   opinion  of   the  Dean  of  St.   Paul's, 
grounded  on  an  experience  of  hiszeal  for  their  intereft, 
and  of  his  mild  and  prudent  counfels  for  two  years, 
direfted  their  thoughts  to  Dr.  Tillotfon,   the  inti- 
mate friend  of  Dr.  Burnet,  a  man  of  large  principles, 
free  from  fuperflition,  and  an  enemy  to  violence  and 
feverities  $    a  man  whofe   zeal  had  been  directed 
againft  atheifm  and   popery;    but   had  never  ex* 
preiTed  itfelf  in  fliarpnefs  and  bitternefs  towards  the 
DiiTenters,  with   many  of  whom  he  had  lived   in 
good  correfpondence,  and  feveral  of  whom,  by  the 
jGbftnefs  of  perfuafion  and  arguments  only,  he  had 
been  the  means  of  briiiging  over  to  the  Church. 
As  this  amiable  divine  had  no  ambition  in  his  tem- 
per, and  he  forefaw  to  what  a  fcene  of  trouble  and 
ilander  this  high  ftation  would   expofe  him  in  the 
decline  of  life  j   efpecially  as  the  fucccffor  to   one 
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who  was  called  a  confcffor,  and  was  the  objcft  of 
public  compaffion ;  he  relifted  the  wiflies  and  impor- 
tunities of  his  royal  friends  to  accept  the  poft,  for 
above  a  year.  At  length,  with  great  uneafinefs  to 
timfelf,  he  fubmitted  to  the  King^s  command.  The 
fee  of  York  foon  after  falling  vacant,  Dr.  Sharp,  an 
cxcpUcnt  preacher,  but  who  was  not  fteady  as  Tillot- 
fon,  nor  had  an  equal  knowledge  of  the  world,  was 
promoted  to  it.  Dr.  Patrick  was  advanced  to  the 
fee  of  Ely ;  Dr.  More  was  made  bifhop  of  Nor- 
wich; Dr.  Fowler  was  promoted  to  the  fee  of 
Glouccfter  ;  the  fee  of  Hereford  was  given  to  Dr. 
ironfide ;  that  of  Chichefter  was  beftowed  on  Dr. 
Grove ;  and  that  of  Briftol  was  ajfGgned  to  Dr.  Hall; 
and  Dr.  Hough,  prefident  of  Magdalen  College,  had, 
the  year  before  this,  been  placed  in  the  epifcopal  feat 
of  Oxford.  "  So  that  in  two  years,'*  obferves 
Bifhop  Burnet,  *Vthe  King  had  named  jSfteea 
**  bilhops ;  and  they  were  generally  looked  on  as 
"  the  moft  learned,  the  wifeft,  and  beft  men  that 
"  were  in  the  church,  it  was  vifible,  that  in  all 
"  thefc  nominations,  and  in  filling  the  inferior  dig- 
"  nities  that  became  void  by  their  promotion,  no 
"  ambition  nor  court  favour  had  appeared ;  men 
"  were  not  fcrambling  for  preferment,  nor  ufing 
arts  or  employing  friends  to  fet  them  forward; 
on  the  contrary,  men  were  fought  for  and  brought 
out  of  their  retirenients,  and  mofl  of  them  very 
much  againft  their  own  inclinations.  They*  were 
men  both  of  moderate  principles,  and  of  calm 
"  tempers.     Thefe  promotions  were  fuch  a  difco- 
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**  vcrjr  of  the  King  and  Queen's  dcfigns  with  relation. 
**  to  the  church,  that  it  ferved  to  much  remove  the 
*^  jealoufies  that  fome  other  fleps  the  King  had  made, 
•^  were  beginning  to  raife  in  the  minds  of  the  whigs, 
"  and  very  much  foftened  the  ill-humour  that  was 
**  fpread  among  them.*'* 

Not  only  the  bifhops  whom  we  have  mentioned 
refufed  the  oaths  to  the  new  government;  but  many 
amongft  the  inferior  clergy,  from  the  fame  attach- 
ment to  King  James,  from  fimilar  ideas  of  the  per- 
manent obligation  of  the  oaths  by  which  they  had 
pledged  their  allegiance  to  him,   without  allowing 
for  that  obligation  being  fet  afide  by  the  king's 
breach  of  his  coronation  engagements,  and  from  the 
encouragement  and  ftimulus  afforded  by  the  example 
of  the  prelates,  likewife  purfued  the  fame  line  of 
condi^ir     A  bill  was  brought  into  the  Houfe  of 
Cwimons,  by  which  all  perfonswere  required,  under 
feveral  forfeitures  and  penalties,  to  take  the  oaths 
by  a  fixed  day.     The  clergy  who  fhould  not  comply 
with  the  requifition,  were  to  fall  under  fufpenfion  for 
fix  months;  and  at  the  end  of  that  time,  on  perfifting 
in  the  rcfufal,  they  were  to  be  deprived.   An  attempt 
was  made  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords  to  modify  this  bill. 
Bifhop  Burnet  took  an  aftive  part  in  favour  of  the 
clergy.     Its  objeft  was,  that   inftead  of  the  claufc 
pofitively  enaftiug  that   they  fliould  be   obliged  to 
take  the  oaths,  the  king  might  be  empowered  to  ten- 
der them,  and  then   the  refufal   fliouId  incur  the 
penalties  ftated  in  the  A  A.     It  was  thought  that  fuch 

•  Burnet,  toI.  it.  p.  xio,  I'xir 
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a  power  would  be  a  reftraint  upon  their  condud, 
and  fccure  their  quiet  and  peaceable  deportment  j 
whereas  deprivation^  and  even  the  apprehenfion  of 
it,  would  create  refentment,  and  irritate  their  minds,  in 
a  fit  of  defperation,  to  undermine  the  governiBent. 
It  was  argued,  that  no  oaths  could  bring  them 
under  more  ferious  engagements  than  did  the  a6ls  of 
religious  worfliip  oflScially  performed  by  them  in 
the  church,  which  were  a  folemn  avowal  of  their 
allegiance  to  God  in  the  face  of  the  people ;  that  if 
they  {hould  negleft  thofe  offices,  or  perform  them  in 
a  manner  diflFerent  from  what  tjie  law  prefcribed; 
they  were  amenable  to  the  Aft  of  Uniformity.  Oaths, 
it  was  urged,  when  a  government  came  to  need 
ftrength  from  them,  had  proved  an  inefficient  fecu-. 
rity ;  and  the  obligation  of  them  had  been  evaded  by 
nice  diftinftions  and  fubtle  interpretations.  It  was 
pleaded  on  the  other  hand,  that  the  propofed  expe* 
dient  would  put  a  hardjQbip  upon  the  king,  a  meafure 
to  be  carefully  avoided  :  That  no  man,  cfpecially  in 
fo  facred  a  concern  as  religion,  who  would  not  give 
the  fecurity  of  an  oath,  expreffed  in  fuch  low  and 
general  terms,  ought  to  be  trufted  by  a  government: 
That  the  diftance  of  fix  months  allowed  fufficient 
time  to  ftudy  the  point ;  and  they  who  could  not  in 
that  fpace  fatisfy  themfelves  on  the  lawfulnefs  of 
acknowledging  the  government,  were  not  fit  to  be 
continued  in  the  higheft  ports  in  the  church.  It 
further  was  propofed  to  allow  an  exception  of  twelve 
clergymen,  who  (hould  be  fubjefl:  to  the  law  on  re- 
fufing  the  oath$,  at  the  reqtiifition  of  the  king.  But 


84  HISTORY  OF  THE        «  C.  U 

tbe  only  mitigation  that  could  be  obtained,  was  a 
power  to  the  king  to  referve  a  third  part  of  the 
profits  of  any  twelve  benefices  which  he  fhould  name, 
to  the  incumbents  deprived  under  this  Aft.*  Thus 
the  Bill  pafled. 

By  the  operation  of  this  Aft,  the  clergy  were 
thrown  into  two  divifions  ;  one,  which  included  a 
great  majority,  took  the  oaths  j  the  other,  the  mino- 
rity, who  refufed  them.  Among  the  latter  were 
Henry  Dodwell^  diftinguiftied  by  his  learning  and 
great  zeal  to  exalt  the  powers  and  dignity  of  the 
priefthood  ;  and  who,  in  confequence  of  his  refufal, 
was  deprived  of  the  Caradenian  profefforfhip  of  hif- 
tory  in  the  Univerfity  of  Oxford:  Dr.  George 
Hicks ^  eminent  for  his  extenfivc  erudition  and  know- 
ledge in  antiquities,  who  loft  the  deanery  of  Worcef- 
ter,  and  the  reftory  of  All-Church  in  that  city  :  and 
Dr.  William  Sherlock^  to  whofe  name  various  con* 
troverfial  and  praftical  writings  have  given  a  cele- 
brity  j  and  whofe  refufal,  as  he  afterwards  fubmitted 
to  the  requifition  of  the  Aft,  fubjefted  him  to  a  tem- 
porary fufpenfion  only  from  his  preferments,  and 
the  mafterfhip  of  the  Temple ;  afterwards,  when 
King  James  fled  from  Ireland,  on  the  principle  that  this 
ftep  gave  the  new  government  a  thorough  fettlemcnr, 
he  thought  it  lawful  to  take  the  oaths ;  and  followed 
up  the  change  of  his  opinion  by  a  compliance  with 
the  Aft  that  propofed  them.  This  provoked  the 
rcfcntmcnt  and  chagrin  of  the  nonjurors,  cfpecially 
as  his  refufal  had  been  long  and  pertinacious,  and 

♦  Burnet,  toI.  ir.  p.  12,  13. 
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he  ^as  fcverely  libelled  for  it.  He  pubUftied  a  vin- 
dication of  his  conduft,  to  ward  off  the  force  of  their 
ccnfures.  This  inftance  of  retraftation  and  political 
conformity  was,  on  the  other  hand,  "  a  great  tri- 
**  umph  to  the  Court;  and  he  was  immediately 
•*  rewarded,  for  what  one  party  (tiled  his  happy 
**  converfion,  and  the  other  his  faithlefs  apoftacy,  by 

*'  the  acquifition  of  the  rich  deanery  of  St.  Paurs.'^* 
Among  the  majority  who  took  the  oaths,  there 
was  a  difference  of  principle.  Some  afted  from  a 
conviftion  of  the  lawfulnefs  of  the  oaths ;  on  a 
liberal  regard  to  the  conftitution  of  the  nation,  and 
the  important  interefts  to  be  fccured  by  allegiance  jo 
the  new  government,  and  on  the  confideration  of 
King  James  having  forfeited,  by  his  unlawful  mea- 
fures,  the  allegiance  of  his  fubjefts.  But  the  greateft 
part  of  thofc  who  complied  with  the  requifition  of  th^ 
oaths,  appeared,  by  the  diftinftions  and  refcrvations 
with  which  they  did  it,  to  have  afted  with  doubtful 
minds,  if  not  in  the  direft  violation  of  the  diftates 
of  confcience.  They  reconciled  their  conf^iences 
to  it,  though  they  had  been  warm  advocates  for  the 
doSrines  of  non-rcfiflance  and  paffive  obedience,  by 
declaring  that  they  took  the  oaths  in  no  other  fenfe, 
than  that  of  a  peaceable  fubmifGonto  the  powers  that 
were.  They  pleaded,  that  tne  legiflature,  by  drop* 
ping  the  word  "  rightful,"  in  the  form  of  the  oath, 
allowed  the  diftinftion  between  a  king  defaclo^  and  a 
king  dejure\  and  they  availed  themfclves  of  this  dif- 
ftinftion.  It  was  a  maxim  with  them,  that  if  prudence 
obliged  thera  to  conform  to  the  letter  of  the  oath,  fp 

•  Beliham,  vol.  i.  p.  %t^^ 
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confcience  required  them  to  give  it  their  own  inter- 
pretation. *'  Nothing  could  be  rapre  infamous  or  of 
*'  worfe  tendency,*'  obferves  a  modern  hiftorian, 
**  than  this  praftice  of  equivocating  in  the  moft 
^^  facred  of  all  obligations.  It  introduced  a  general 
**  difregard  of  oaths,  which  has  been  the  fource  of 
'*  univerfal  perjury  and  corruption.'- *  The  ways^ 
by  which  it  is  well  known  the  force  and  obligation 
of  oaths  are  evaded,  (hould  admonifh  Icgiflators  not 
without  the  utraoft  rcafon  to  enjoin  them,  and  to 
enjoin  them  on  the  feweft  occafious  poffible.  Pro- 
mifory  oaths  as  toduty  feem  to  be;  wholly  unneceffary 
in  all  cafes,  where  the  violation  of  duty  is  an  overt 
aA,  that  is  open  to  notice  and  amenable  to  law* 

Among  thofe  perfons  who  in  the  cafe  before  us 
were  diffatisfied  with  the  oaths  and  refufed  to  take 
them,  fome  continued  to  preach  even  after  the  time 
had  elapfed  that  was  fixed  by  the  Aft  of  Parliament 
for  their  compliance,  and  fuch  individuals  were 
legally  filenced.  By  this  conduft  they  followed  the 
fteps  of  the  ejefted  minifters,  who  perfevered  in 
their  official  duties  after  Bartholomew  day ;  and 
whom  they  had  on  this  ground  cenfured  with  feve- 
rity,  and  charged  with  great  guilt.  The  generality 
of  those  who  perfevered  in  their  refufal,  at  length 
quitted  their  preferments,  refufed  to  hold  commu- 
nication with  fuch  perfons  as  had  taken  the  oaths 
to  the  new  government,  and  formed  a  new  fepara- 
tion  from  the  eftablifliment.  A  congregation 
formed  on  the  principles   of  the  nonjurors,   which 

•  Smollet,  vol,  i.  p.  6S. 
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held  its  religious  meetings  at  the  CofFee-Houfe  in 
Alderfgate-ftrcet,  cxifted  later  than  the  year  1750, 
The  name  of  their  minifter  was  Lindfay,  a  clergy- 
man epifcopally  ordained* 

This  ftatc  of  parties  gave  birth  to  a  new,  and,  iq 
feveral  views,  a  remarkable  contefl.  The  /  non-^ 
juring  clergy  accufed  fuch  as  had  yielded  to  the 
government  with  betraying  their  confciences  for 
great  preferments,  and  reproached  tbefn  as  "  a 
**  pack  of  jolly  fwearers."  Tbefe,  on  the  other 
hand,  upbraided  the  nonjurors  as  fchifmatics,  who 
had  fallen  into  the  fame  crime  which  they  had  con- 
demned in  others.  It  was  pleaded  by  the  nonjurors, 
that  their  feceffion  was  not  voluntary,  but  forced  by 
penalties,  which  were  to  them,  as  miniftcrs, conditions 
of  communion  j  and  by  fanftions  of  fo  fcvere  and 
fatal  a  nature^  annexed  to  the  requifition  of  the  oaths, 
as  to  warrant  a  feparation  :  That  a  clergyman's 
authority,  whether  a  bifliop  or  a  pried,  was  from 
God  ;  of  which  he  was  bound,  at  any  hazard,  to 
take  care,  and  to  perform  its  duties,  notwithftanding 
any  civil  aft  to  prohibit  and  difable  him,  under  a 
folemn  apprchenfion  of  the  account  he  has  to  give  ; 
^nd,  That  no  parliamentary  deprivation  could  fet  afide 
the  obligations  of  bilhops,  not  depofed  by  ecclefi- 
aftical  cenfures,  to  fuperintend  their  churches,  or 
the  obligation  of  their  churches  to  live  in  fubjeftion 
to  them.  This  plea  they  applied  particularly  to 
Archbifhop  Bancroft,  though  he  never  afferted  his 
right  after  his  deprivation,  and  might  therefore  bo 
uftly  confidered  as  furrendering  it* 
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Tothefe  arguments  it  was  replied  :  That  the  firft 
plea  was  uniting  with   diffenters    to    complain  of 
unjuft  and  fevcrc  penalties :  That  on  the  ground  of 
it  there  was  always  warrant  for  feparatifts  and  non- 
jurors :   That  if  admitted,   it  applied    to  them  as 
minifters  only,   and  left    them  at  liberty  as  laymen 
to  join  the   communion  of  the   church :  That  the 
condition  of  taking  the  oaths  required  of  the  mi- 
nifters was  nothing  to  the  people,   who  could  not 
unite  with  them  without  being  guilty  of  a  notorious 
fchifm  :  and,   That  granting  they   were  grieved  by* 
the  fecular  power,  and  deprived  of  their  fubfiftence 
as  well  as  emoluments  by  an  Aft  of  Parliament,  they 
ought  not  to  revenge  the  injury  on  the  church.    It 
was  anfwered   to  the  fecond  plea,   that  though  the 
civil  magiftrate   could  not  give  or  take   away   the 
intrinfic  power  of  the  word  and  facraments,  conferred 
with  the  keys  of  ordination;  yet  he  could  beftow,  or, 
if  the  cafe  required  it,  take  away  again,  in  his  own 
dominions,  the  extrinfical  power  and  licence  of  ex- 
crcifing  the  minifterial  office,  received  by  ordination; 
and  to  fuch  a  lawful  deprivation  the  clerk  was  bound 
to  fubmit.     The  nonjurors  'were  reminded,  that  the 
time  had  been,  when  this  doftrine  was  held  to  be 
true  againft  the  diffenters,  whom  therefore  they  had 
regarded  as  fchifmatics  ;  and  that,  on  this  principle, 
they  themfelves  incurred   the  fame  charge.     It  was 
urged  againft  the  third  plea,  that  it  did  not  appear 
how  the  churches  were  obliged  to  follow  their  ec- 
clefiaftical  guides  into  fchifm  :  and  that  if  there  were 
any  weight  in  it,  the  clergy  in  the  provinces  and 
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diocefes  in  which  the  metropolitan  or  bifliop  took 
the  oaths,  were  obliged  to  adhere  to  them,  and  to 
feparate  themfelves  from  thofe  who  oppofed  their 
authority.  *^  When,*'  it  was  afked,  "  did  Chriftians 
"  in  ancient  times  ever  refufe  communion  with  a 
**  church  on  account  of  matters  of  (late  ;  or  divide 
♦*  from  others,  becaufe  they,  from  whom  they 
^*  divided,  thought  it  lawful  and  their  duty  to  fwear 
*'  allegiance  to  the  fovereign power?'* 

From  the  time  of  the  refloration  of  King  Charles 
lid,  two  favourite  principles  had  been  ftrenuoufly 
advanced  by  the  prelatical  party ;  namely,  **  the 
**  power  of  the  magiftrate  in  ecclefiaftical  matters, 
**  and  paflive  obedience  without  any  limitations.** 
Now  a  Angular  invcrfion  in  opinion  and  arguing 
arofe  from  the  change  of  circumftances.  Thcfe 
principles  were  oppofed  even  by  perfons  who  had 
been  ftrenuous  advocates  ibr  them.  They  who 
defcrted  King  James,  and  joined  the  ftandard  of  the 
Prince  of  Orange,  violated  the  principle  of  unli* 
mitcd  paffive  obedience  :  for  which  they  were  keenly 
upbraided  by  their  brethren  the  nonjurors.  They 
who  fell  under  the  difplcafure  of  the  government, 
Vio  longer  owned  the  power  of  the  magiftrate  in 
ecclefiaftical  matters ;  but  fet  up  the  claim  of  an 
inherent  right  in  the  church :  and  fome  of  them 
went  fo  far  as  the  kirk  of  Scotland  to  borrow  new 
.principles.  They  who  were  on  the  other  fide,  did 
not  fail  to  caft  refleftions  on  them  for  this  conduft. 
The  high  party,  to  defend  themfelves  from  the 
charge  of  fchifin,  adopted  the  pleas  of  the  diflenters. 
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for  whom  they  had  formerly  the  leaft  charity.  The 
moderate  and  the  adherents  tt  King  William  found 
it  a  hard  talk  to  vindicate  their  change  of.  notions 
and  fchemcs  of  government  againft  the  ill-natured 
and  bitter  infults  of  the  other  party.  In  this  col- 
lifion  of  fcntiments  among  the  members  of  the 
cftabliflied  church,  the  diffenters  kept  their  ground, 
and  adhcVed  to  the  principles  on  which  they  had 
all  along  afted.  They  were  fincere  and  cordial  in 
their  attachment  to  the  new  government.  They 
received  and  improved  the  day  of  liberty  with  gra* 
titude.  Though  they  could  not  obtain  fuch  altera* 
tions  in  the  ceremonies,  worfliip,  and  difcipline  of 
the  church,  as  would  pave  the  way  to  a  coalition  ; 
yet  they  condufted  themfclves  with  more  refpeft 
both  to  civil  and  ecclefiaftical  powers,  than  was 
manifefted  by  thofe  who  had  formerly  valued  them- 
fclves on  their  fubmiffivenefs.  From  this  time,  as 
the  favourable  moment  was  paft  without  any  thing 
having  been  cffefted,  they  had  no  expeftation  of 
being  amufed  and  deluded  with  new  propofals  of 
alterations  and  amendments  ;  and  they  were  fully 
convinced,  that  nothing  but  a  peculiar  providence  or 
fome  fignal  event  would  fatisfy  thofe  of  the  ncccflity 
of  a  coalition,  who  had  been  averfe  from  improving 
two  fuch  excellent  opportunities  to  accomplifli  if ^ 
as  the  rcftoration  of  Charles  II.  and  the  recent 
Revolution  * 

The  time  was  now  come  for  the  Diffenting  Mi- 
nifters  to  place  themfelves  under  the  full  proteftioq 

•  Calamy,  vol.  i.  p.  465;— 469. 
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of  the  Aft  of  Toleration,  by  a  compliance  with  the 
condition  it  required.  This  was  a  fubfcripcion  to 
the  doftrinal  articles  of  the  Church  of  England* 
Mr.  Baxter  took  the  lead,  Difficuhies  and  doubts, 
as  to  the  meaning  of  fome  of  the  articles,  arofe  from 
the  obfcure  and  ambiguous  phrafeology  in  which  they 
were  conveyed*  He  drew  up  a  ftatement  of  his  ideas 
on  thefe  equivocal  terms,  for  his  own  fatisfaftion, 
^tnd  to  anfwer  the  fcruples  of  others.  The  laft 
claufe  of  the  fecond  article  contained  an  expreffioa 
in  the  Latin,  which  though  left  out  in  the  Engliflb, 
occafioned  him  to  demur  about  the  fenfe*  It  dated 
that  Chrift  died  to  be  a  facrificc  for  all,  omnibus^  the 
a61:ual  (ins  of  men ;  this  Mr.  Baxter  fuppofed  meant 
not  to  include  final  impenitence,  but  all  forts  of  fin 
that  had  been  forfaken.  Chrift's  defcent  into  hell, 
in  the  third  article,  he  explained  of  the  ftate  of  fe- 
parate  fouls.  He  felt  various  objections  againfl:  the 
declaration  of  the  third  article,  that  Chrift,  on  his 
refurreftion,  "  took  again  his  body  with  fle(h  and 
"  bones,  and  all  things  appertaining  to  the  perfeftion 
**  of  man's  nature,  and  therewith  afcended  into 
**  heaven.'*  This  affertion  he  underftood  as  fig- 
nifying  that  Chrift  fitteth  in  heaven  with  the  fame 
body,  glorified,  rendered  fpiritual  and  incorruptible, 
which  on  earth  had  confifted  of  flefh  and  bones. 
In  the  ftrift  Interpretation,  the  words  would  be 
contradiftory  to  i  Cor.  xv.  50,  that  "  fle(h  and 
**  blood  cannot  inherit  the  kingdom  of  God  }'*  and 
give  us  a  degrading  idea  of  his  body,  as  inferior  to 
what  his  fmcere  difciples  will  poiTefs,  who  are  to 
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rife  incorruptible  and  immortal.  He  exprcflcd  his 
confent  to  the  iixth  article,  as  containing  all  things 
ncccflary  to  falvation,  if  the  miniftry,  facramcnt, 
and  church  communion  came  under  this  dcfcrip.. 
tion;  andJF,  under  the  title  of  canonical  books, 
were  included  the  Epiftles  of  the  Hebrews,  the  2d 
of  Peter,  and  the  2d  and  3d  of  John,  Jude,  and  the 
Revelation.  He  entered  his  caveat  againft  *  the 
claufe  in  the  fevcnth  article,  that  the  civil  precepts  of 
the  law  given  from  God  by  Mofcs  ought  not  to  be 
received  in  any  commonwealth,  unlefs  it  referred 
only  to  the  particular  civil  laws  appropriate  and 
peculiar  to  the  Jewifh  commonwealth ;  and  qot  to 
thofe  moral  laws,  included  in  the  Mofaic  inflitutes, 
which  are  of  univerfal  obligation,  ^nd  common  to 
all  chriftian  nations.  As  to  the  eighth  article  on  the 
three  creeds,  he  guarded  againft  being  underftood 
to  admit  two  Gods  by  fubfcribing  the  claufe  ^n  the 
Nicene  creed,  *'  God  of  God,  very  God  pf  very 
"  God  ;**  and  made  an  exception  to  the  ds^mnatory 
claufe  of  the  Athanafian  creed.  He  explained  the 
infeftion  of  nature  remaining  even  in  the  regenerate, 
according  to  the  ninth  article,  to  befo,  not  in  pre- 
dominant force  or  unpardoned,  but  in  a  mortified 
and  fubdued  degree.  The  language  of  the  tenth 
article,  that  "  we  have  no  power  to  do  good  works,'* 
he  foftened  into  an  acknowled^en^cnt  that  "  our 
•^  natural  powers  or  faculties  are  not  fufficieqt 
"  without  grace/*  That  the  eleventh  article  might 
not  be  conftrued  as  giving  any  countenance  to  a, 
dif^-fgard  of  rightcoufnefs  of  life,  he  was  diiSfufe  in 
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liis  expofition  of  it.     He  (hewed  a  folicitude  to  be 
underftood  as  expreffing,  by  the  twelfth  article,  that 
**  good  works   do  fpring  Qut  neceffarily   of  a  true 
*^  and  lively  faith/*  an  hypothetical  neceffity,  con- 
fiftcnt  with   freedom;   and   he  expounded  the   laft 
claufe,  "  that  by  them/*  /.  e.  good  works,  "  a 
•*  lively  faith  may  be  as  evidently  expreffed  as  a  tree 
^  difcerned  by  the  fruit,**  to  mean  a  truth  of  evi- 
dence, not  an  equal  degree.     His  explanation  of  the 
thirteenth   article,  **  of  works  before  juftification,** 
feems  to  fet  it  afide,  by  afferting  a  common  grace, 
preparatory  to  a  fpecial  grace  ;  and  to  contradift  it 
by  referring  to  the  texts,  which  declare,  that  "  to 
"  him  that  hath  by  improvement  (hall  be  given,  and 
**  in  every  nation  he  that  feareth  God  and  work- 
**  eth  righteoufnefs   is    accepted  of  him  ;**  and  by 
bbferving,  that  believing  in  the  being  of  God,  and 
that  He  is  the  rewarder  of  them  that  diligently  feek 
him,  is  "  better  than  nothing,  than  mere  fin.**     He 
fuppofed  that  the  phrafe  *'  voluntary  works**  in  the 
fourteenth  article;  on  works  of  fupererogation,  was 
Hot  defigned  to  ftigmatife,  as  arrogant  and  impious, 
voluntary  canons,  impofitions,  oaths,  and  church 
offices.     He   gave  it  as  his  fenfe   of  the  fixteeiith 
article,  *'  of  fin  after  baptifm,*'  that  it  meant  oi^ly 
the  unpardoned  fin  againft  the  Holy  Ghoft,  and  a 
total  departure  from  common  grace,  and  fome  degree 
of  habit  and  aft  of  fome  fpecial  grace;  but  that  it 
did  not  determine  the  controverfy  concerning  a  total 
and  final  falling  away  from  fuch  an  unconfirmed  grace 
as  would  otherwife  fave.     On  the  eighteenth  article, 
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**  of  obtaining  eteriial  falvation  only  by  the  name 
**  of  Chrift/*  he  offered  feme  liberal  obfervations  j 
namely,  that  God  judgeth  men  by  no  other  law  than 
that  which  they  were  under :  that  the  Jcwifh  pecu- 
liarity did   not  repeal  the   gracious  law   made  to 
fallen  mankind  in  Adam  and  Noah:  that  God  had, 
more  people  of  old  than  the  Jews  and  profelytes. 
On  thcfe  principles,  Mr.  Baxter  conceived  that  the 
anicle  could  not  mean  to  denounce  a  curfe  on  all 
who  thought  that  the  fpirit   and  grace  of  Chrift 
extended  beyond  the  knowledge  of  his  name,  and 
who  hoped  that  fome  who  never  heard  it  would  be 
faved.     If  it  were   intended  to  apply  to  fuch,  he 
boldly  and   ingenuoufly   declared,    he    would  not 
curfe  them ;  adding,  all  were  not  accurfed  that  hoped 
well  of  Socrates,  Antoninus,  Severus,  Cicero,  Epic- 
tetus,  Plutarch,  and  fuch  charaQers.     In  his  expo- 
fition  of  this  article  he  appealed  to  the  cafe  of  the 
Jews   of  old,    as  having  more  imperfeft  notions  of 
the  charafter  of  Chrift  than  the  Apoftles    before 
his  refurreftion ;  and   to  the  erroneous  fentiments 
of  even  the  Apoftles  themfelves  before  that  event, 
who  did  not  till  afterwards  believe  in  the  death  of 
Chrift  for  our  fins,  in  his  rifing  again,  in  his  afcenfion 
and  interceffion.     "  Though  faith  in  thefe  fafts  is 
*'  now  cffential   to  Chriftianity  ;*'  yet  Mr.  Baxter 
fubjoincd,  "  if  I  durft   curfe  all  the  world,  who 
•*  now  believe  no  more  than  the  ancient  Jews  and 
*•  the  Apoftles  then  did ;  yet  I  durft  not  curfe  all 
**  Chriftians  that  hope  better  of  them/*     He  gave 
a  turn  to  the  twenty-third  article,  **  of  miniftering 
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**  in  the  congregation,"  with  an  evident  defign  to 
make  it  comprehenfive  of  the  holy  brders  of  pref- 
byterian  minifters.  The  article  itfcif  defcribcs  and 
judges  thofe  to  be  lawfully  called  to  preach  and 
adrainiftcr  the  facraments,  "  who  are  chofen  and 
**  called  to  this  work  by  men  who  have  public  au- 
••  thority  given  them  in  the  congregation,  to  call 
**  and  fend  minifters  into  the  Lord's  vineyard:"  Our 
cxpofitor  declared  he  underftood  public  authority 
to  mean  "  authority  given  by  Chrift  in  his  Scripture 
•*  inftitution,  and  by  thofe  whom  Chrift  authorifcs 
*^  under  him,"  This  was  a  latitude  of  interpreta- 
tion  beyond  the  intention  of  the  compilers,  who 
cxclufively  had  in  view  the  authority  of  bifliops. 
Mr.  Baxter  was  not  difpofed  to  fubfcribe,  without 
explanation,  to  the  twenty-fifth  article^  on  ^'  the  fa- 
*^  craments,"  in  which  they  are  reprcfented  not  as 
*'  badges  and  tokens  only  of  the  Chriftian  profeflion," 
but  as  "  certain  fure  witneffes  and  effeftual  figns 
**  of  grace  and  of  God's  good-will,"  The  in- 
terpretation which  he  gave  of  this  defcription  of 
their  nature  and  efficacy,  he  expreffed  thus, — that 
they  fignify  what  God  offered;  inveft  the  true 
believing  receiver  in  the  right  of  pardon,  adoption, 
and  falvation ;  and  are  morally  operative.  He  did 
not  pafs  over  the  twenty-fixch  article,  "  on  the  un- 
**  Worthincfs  of  minifters,  which  hinders  not  the 
"effeft  of  facraments,"  without  fubjoining  hisfen- 
timents  on  the  fubjeft  :  they  were  to  this  purpofe  ; 
That  though  the  ignorance  and  wickednefs  of  the 
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minifter  doth  not  make  void  the  facraments,  yet 
the  prayers,  preaching,  and  example  of  able  and 
godly  men  are  ufually  more  efFeftual ;  fmcc  ^'  God 
**  heareth  not  finners,"  as  the  blind  man  argued, 
•'  but  if  any  be  a  worfhipper  of  Him  and  doth  his 
*'  will,  him  He  heareth  j*'  and  to  the  wicked  God 
faith,  "  what  haft  thou  to  do  to  take  my  covenant 
-*'  into  thy  mouth  ?"  He  obferved  alfo  on  this 
article,  that  to  prefer  a  bad  man  before  a  better 
was  fin  :  and  that  it  ;was  dangerous  to  encourage 
in  daily  fin  thofe  who,  though  dcftitute  of  the  effen- 
tial  qualifications,  ufurped  the  facred  office  of  bifhops 
x)r  paftors.  He  added  this  expofition,  probably 
from  an  apprehenfion  that  the  article  did  not  fuffi- 
ciently  brand  n^inifters  of  a  wicked  charafter,  and 
left  room  for  fuperftition  to  attach  virtue  and 
efficacy  to  the  office  itfelf,  which,  inftead  of  fup- 
porting  it  with  purity  and  dignity,  they  difhonoured 
by  their  vices. 

Mr.  Baxter  concluded  the  reprefentation  of  his 
fentimcntson  the  preceding  arijcles  with  this  decla- 
ration :  "  The  excepted  articles/'  that  is,  the  34th, 
35th,  and  36th,  and  part  of  the  aoth,  **  and  thofe 
"  that  need  no  expofition,  I  pafs  by.  If  I  have  hit 
•'  on  the  true  meaning,  I  fubfcribe  my  aflent ;  and  I 
"  thank  God  that  this  national  church  hath  doftrinc 
*'  fo  found  ;  and  pity  them  that  write,  preach,  or 
"  praftife  contrary  to  the  articles  which  they  fub- 
"  fcribe,  and  accuse  them  that  rcfufc  fubfcribing 
'*  them  J  and  take  ^hem  for  finners  who  take  them 


1 


C.   1.  *R0tB8tA:^T   blSSENTER^.  9? 

"  not  for  their  pailors^  becaufe  that  their  Wickedncfs 
**  nulleth  not  their  facramental  adminiftrations.''* 

Mr.  Baxter^  at  the  time  of  fubfcribing^  produced 
this  explication  of  thofe  articles  on  which  he  and  many 
of  his  brethren  felt  fome  difBculties ;  that  he  might 
teftify  his  difapprobation  of  the  plain  literal  fenfe ; 
and  that  bh. views  in  fubfcribing  might  not  be  mif- 
taken.      Fotirfcore  difTenting   minifters  in  London 
concurred  with  him  in  his  objeAions  and  explications. 
So  far  their  condu6^  was  explicit,   ingenuous,  and 
candid.      They  acquitted    tbemfelves    like  fincere 
upright  men,  who  were  folicitous  not  to  deceire^  or 
to  be  mifunderftood.      But  it  may  be  aiked,  what 
end  was  anfwered  by  a  fubfcription  accompanied  with 
fuch  explanations  ?     If  the  explanations  exprefled 
only,  in  other  words/  the  genuine  meaning  of  the 
articles,  and  the  delign  of  the  impofer,  there  was  no 
occafion  for  them.    If  they  conveyed   a  different 
fenfe  ;  fubfcription,  inftead  of  preferving  an  unifor- 
mity of  faith  and  profeiBon,  \*^as  a  cover  for^a  variety 
of  opinions,  and  for  a  difcordancy  of  fentiment ;  and 
it  becomes  difficult  to  exculpate  the  fubfcriber  from 
the  charge  of  equivocation  and  evaiion.  Mr.  Baxter, 
indeed,  and  his  brethren,   may  be  confidered    as 
h^neftly  declaring  their  view  of  the    articles  on 
which  they  had  fcruplcs.     But  admitting  that  their 
own  private  opinions  were  agreeable  to  the  genuine 
fenfe,  in  complying  with  the   requiiition  of  the  Aft 
•of  Toleration,  they  loft  fight  of  the  great  proteftant 
principles, — the  fole  authority  of  the   Lord  Jesu3 

•  Cahmy's  Abridgement|  vol.  i.  p.  470—476. 
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Chrift  as  lawgiver  of  the  Chriftian  church,  adcT 
the  perfeftion  and  ftifficicncy  of  the  fcriptures  { 
and  they  bowed  to  an  affumed  authority,  to 
claims  not  of  right  but  of  power,  to  impofe  expla- 
natory articles  of  religion.  They  loft  fight  of  the 
extent  and  applications  of  their  own  principles,  as 
feceders  from  a  proteftant  church.  Their  names* 
as  patterns  of  confiftent  proteftantifm,  of  religious 
independence,  and  of  compr^henfion  of  mind, 
cannot  ftand  on  equal  ground  with  that  of  their  ve- 
nerable predeceffor  John  Fox,  the  raartyrologift, 
who,  when  fummoncd  to  fubfcribc  by  the  ecclefiaftical 
commiffioners  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  declined  it ;  and 
taking  his  Greek  Teftament  out  of  his  pocket,  faid,* 
«  To  this  I  will  fubfcribe/' 

When  diffenters  had  by  fubfcription  fecured  the 
proteftion  and  advantages  offered  by  the  Aft  of 
Toleration,  and  were  become  united  in  harmony 
and  friendfhip  with  government,  they  turned  their 
thoughts  to  their  own  internal  ftate*  They  were 
divided  into  various  feSs ;  but  the  two  leading  and 
moft  numerous  fefts  were  the  Prefbyterians  and  the 
Independents  or  congregationalifts.  The  former 
were  at  this  time  in  the  very  zenith  of  their  power. 
The  latter,  who  firft  formed  a  diftinft  party  in  16 16, 
had  during  the  civil  wars  acquired  numbers  and  * 
refpeftability,  and  vied,  in  point  of  pre-eminence, 
with  the  Epifcopalians  and  Prefbyterians.  During 
the  adminiftration  of  Cromwell,  their  reputation  and 
influence  rofe  to  a  greater  height.  But  after  the 
reftoration  of  Charles   IL  they  had  declined  ;  but 
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they  ftill  fubfiftcd  as  a  diftinft  body  of  fcccders  from    I 
the  eftablifhrncut.     A  coalition  of  thcfe  two  parties, 
on  fome  general  principles,  was  juftly  deemed  defi- 
rable,  to  put  an  end  to  uncharitable  jealoufics  and 
cenforious  reproaches,  and  in  future  to  bury  thcif 
differences  in  oblivion^     Sach  an   ifnion  would  be 
honourable  to  themfelves,  and  conducive  to  the  pre-^ 
fervation  of  the  proteftanc   caufc.      The  religious 
liberty  granted  and  fecured  by  the  Aft  of  Tolera- 
tion was  favourable  to  it ;  and  the  minds  of  miniders 
and  people  in  the  metropolis  and  in  other  places 
were  difpofed  to  concur  in  it.     The  firft  ftep  in  this 
plan  of  a  coalition  was  to  affume  a  common  de|non\l/i. 
fiiption,  that  of]  United  Brethren.     Heads  of  agree<^ 
inent  were  alfo  adopted,  and  affented  to  by  fourfcorc 
miniders  in  London ;  not  with  a  view  to  any  national 
conftitution,  but  to  prefcrve  order  in  then*  own  con- 
gregations, and  to   raaincain  harmony  between  the 
two  parties.     They  confided  of  nine  articles,  which 
were  adopted  to  exprefs  a  concurrence  of  fcntiment, 
and  to  propofe  an  union  of  conduft,  on  the  feveral 
fubjefts  to  which  they  related.     Thefe  fubjefts  were 
churches  and  church  members,  the  miniftry,  cenfures, 
communion  of  churches,  deacons  and  ruling  elders, 
fynods,   the  demeanour  to  be  obferved  towards  the 
'^   civil  magidrate,  confeffions  of  faith,  and  the  duty 
owing,  and  the  deportment  which  fliouldbe  obferved, 
towards  thofe  v^ho  were  of  a  different  communion.* 

^      ♦  S^e  Appendix  No.  III. ;- and  Mofheim'sEccleijaftiealHiftory,  4 

vol.  iv.  p.  53»,note(s)  ;   and  Harmer*    Remarks  on  the  prefent  !  t — '^ 

State  of  the  Congregational  Churches  in  Norfolk  and  Suffolk;  p.  i  %y  > 
»5/  i9»  4X,  43»  44>  47>  5©. 
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Mr.  Howe  had  a  principal  fliarc  in  drawing  up 
this  paper.     But  bcfides  him,   on  the  part  of  the 
prcfbyterians,  Mr.  Hammond,  Mr.  afterwards  Eh-. 
Williams,   Mr.  Strptton,    Dr.  Annefley,  and  Mr. 
^     Mayo,  took  a  lead  in  the  affair ;  and  on  behalf  of  the 
congrcgationalifts,  Mr.    Griffith,  Mr.    Mead,  Mr. 
Chauncy,  Mr.  Lobb,  Mr.  James,  and  Mr,  Mather, 
lent  the  aid  of  their  judgment  and  their  pens  to  this 
meafure  of  mutual  agreement.     The  enumeration  of 
/      the  topics  on    which    th^fe  heads   of  agreement 
turned,  (hews  that  the  aflent  related  only  to  matters 
of  church  government  and  ecclefiaftical  difcipline 
,    and  order.    By  the  eighth  rule  it  was  provided,  that 
,    the  union  (hould  not  be  diflblved  by  difference  of 
\   opinion  on  ctodrinal    queftions;   for  it  was  well 
known  that  fuch  differences   exifted,  particularly 
/  between  Mr..  Baxter  and  Mr.  Cockayn,  who  were 
'    members  of  the  union.    This  agreement,  as  parti* 
cularly  appears  from  the   ninth  article,    indicated 
greater  liberality  of  mind  in  the  Prefbyterians,  than 
diat  denomination  had  expreffed  towards  the  Inde« 
pendents    in  the  times    preceding    the  death    of 
Charles  I. ;  when,  they  not  only  fhowed  towards  them 
an   inimical  fpirit,    but  declared  with  vehemence 
againff  that  liberty  of  confcicnce  for  which  the  Inde- 
pendents were,  to  their  honour,  ftrenuous  advocates.* 
The  eighth  article  was  undoubtedly  meant  to  be 
conciliatory,  and  profeffedly  fcts  up  the  fcriptures^ 
on  points  of  faith,  as  ^perft3:  and  only  rule  of  faith 
and  praflice;    but   it  incoufiflently  combines  with  it 

*  Neal's  Hiftory  of  the  FuritanS)  rol.iii.  p._44o>laft^diuon« 
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as  auxiliaries,  or  as  teds,  the  Articles  of  the  Church 
of  England,  the  Confcffion  agreed  on  at  the  Savoy, 
and  the  Catechifms  of  the  Affembly  at  Weftminftcr  j 
as  if  the  fcriptures  were  not  fufficiently  explicit  and 
authoritative  by  therafelves.  The  declaratioa 
honourable  to  the  fcriptures  is  weakened  or  rather 
done  away  by  a  fubfcquent  claufe. 

The  definition  given  of  the  Catholic  vifible  Churchy 
in  the  firft  article,  as  confiding  of  the  whole  mulci- 
lude  of  visible  believers  and  their  in/ant  seed,  lies 
open  to  remark.  It  confids  of  contradi^ory  ideas  ; 
the  ideas  of  knowledge  and  conviction  implied  ia 
the  term  believers^  and  the  ideas  of  ignorance  and 
compulfion  neccflarily  connefted  with  a  (late  of 
infancy ;  and  it  was  evidently  pointed  againd  the 
Baptids :  And  in  the  uncandid  fpirit  of  the  times, 
when  this  feft,  dill  in  the  commencement  of  its 
reputation  and  influence,  was  looked  upon  with 
prejudice  and  contempt,  it  appeared  defigned  tp  eXr 
elude  them  from  this  plan  of  agreement.* 

In  this  fcheme  of  union,  the  united  brethren 
dudied  by  mutual  conceflions  to  compromife  the 
differences  between  them.     The  Independents,  it  i» 

*  "  A  Church,"  fays  Mr*  Locke, "  I  take  to  be  a  voluntary  fociety 

*  of  men,  joining  thenifelves  together  of  their  own  accord,  in  order 

*  to  the  public  worfhip  of  God  in  fuch  a  manner  as  they  judge 
'  acceptable  to  Him  and  effectual  to  the  falvation  of  their  fouls* 

*  I  fay,  it  is  a  /rcr  and  voluntary  fociety.    No  body  is  iorn  a 

*  member  of  any  church  ;  otherwife  the  religion  of  parents  would 
f  defcend  unto  children,  by  the  fame  right  as  their  temporal  efktes, 

and  every  one  would  hold  his  faith  by  the  fi^me  tenure  he  does 

*  bis  lands ;  than  which  Qothing  can  be  imagined  more  abfurdt" 
Locke's  Letter  on  Toleration,  reprinted  in  1800,  p.  7,9* 
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le^orthy  of  notice,  dropt  the  word  covenant^  which 
they  had  been  fond  of  ufing  to  exprefs  the  terms  of 
their  fellowlhip.  They  borrowed  the  expreffioa 
from  fome  tranfafltions  in  the  Old  Teftament;  and  as 
they  derived  it  from  the  fcriptures,  it  was  cfleemed 
by  them  extremely  yenerable  an|i  even  facred. 
TJnder  the  fecond  article,  they  receded  in  forac 
degree  from  the  language  of  the  platform  of  order 
in  1658;^  where  they  made  the  previous  elcftion  or 
preceding  confent  of  the  church  as  indifpenfabie 
J  to  the  ordination  of  a  minifter,  or  the  communication 
pf  office  power  to  bimj  bat  here  they  infift  on^  it  as 
.only  ordinarily  requifite.  It  was  from  the  principle 
of  cptnpromife,  it  may  be  concluded,  that  in  ihc 
'article  on  the  miniftry,  the  term  teacher ^  as  diflinft 
from  paftors  and  ruling  elders,  was  erafed:  thoug-h 
the  diftinftion  had  been  adinitted  by  the  old  pqngre- 
gationalifts,  as  what  was  to  continue  to  the  end  of 
the  world.  Poth  Prefbyterians  and  Independents, 
by  their  affent  to  tbefe  declarations,  departed  from 
the  pnnciples  of  their  firfl  inftitucions  ;  namely,  that 
each  particular  church  hath  a  right  to  choofc 
their  own  officers  \  and  being  furnifhed  with  fuch 
as  are  duly  qualified  and  ordained  according  to 
*^  the  Qofpel  rule,  hath  ^authority  from  Chrift  for 
<*  exercifipg  government  and  enjoying  all  the  ordi- 
**  nances  of  worftiip  within  itfelf:  That,  in  the  ad- 
^^miniftraridn  of  church  authority,  it  belongs  to  the 
^.paftor^'and,  piher  ciders  of  cyery  particular  church 
f*  (if  fuch  there  be)  to  rule  and  govern  ;  and  to  the 

I  .... 

*  Laft  edition  of  Neal,  vol.  If.  p.  19^. 
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**  brotherhood  to  confent  according  to  the  rule  of  the 
"  Gofpel.*  It  maybe  regarded  as  a  virtual  conccf- 
"  (ion,  that  ordination  is  rather  an  aftof  devotion,  than 
*'  an  inveftiture  with  power,  when  the  jGxth  feftion 
*'  of  the  fecond  article  admits,  on  the  removal  of  a 
*'  minifter  formerly  ordained  to  z  new  ftation  or  paf- 
"  toral  charge,  a  like  folcmn  recommending  of  him 
**  and  his  labours  to  the  grace  and  bleffing  of  God/* 
It  was  a  diftinguifhing  chara£leriftic  of  the  fpirit  of 
thefe  heads  of  agreement,  that  the  authoritative 
power,  affumed  before  this  by  the  forms  and 
claims  of  the  prefbyterian^  government  in  particular, 
was  rclinquifbed.  In  the  preface,  the  impofition  of 
thefe  terms  of  agreement  on  others  was  difclaimedj 
all  pretence  to  coercive  power  was  owned  to  be  as  un- 
fuitable  to  their  principles  as  to  their  cireumftances  5 
and  excommunication  was  defined  to  be  no  more 
than  '^  declaring  feahdalous  and  irreclaimable  mem- 
^'  bcrs  incapable  of  communion  in  things  peculiar 
*^  to  vifible  believers/*  The  prerogatives  exercifcd 
in  former  days  in  fynods  and  aflcmblies  are  brought 
down,  by  the  fixth  article,  to  "  occafional  meetings 
**  of  minifters,  and  to  a  reverential  regard  to  their 
**  judgment  ;**  and,  by  article  the  fourth,  to  "  frc- 
*'  quent  meetings  together,  that  by  mutual  advice, 
•'  fupport,  encouragement,  and  brotherly  inter* 
^^  courfe,  they  may  ftrengthen  the.  hearts  and  t^inds 
^^  of  each  other  in  the  Lord/*  By  the  fecond  fee* 
tion  of  that  article  it  is  conceded,  that  *^  none  of 
(^  their  particular  churches  (hall  be  fabordinate  to 

*  Sectioos  6  and  7  of  the  firft  article. 


104  HISTORY    OF    THlfL  C.U 


',  one  another,  all  being  endued  with  an  equality  of 
power  from  Chrift  ;  and  that  none  of  the  faid  par- 
^'^  ^*  ticular  churches,  their  officer  or  officers,  (hall  ejc- 
•^  ercife  any  power  or  have  any  fupcriority  over 
**  any  other  church  or  their  officers.'^  Thefe  were 
great  conceffions  on  the  fide  of  the  Prefbyterians ; 
men,  who,  during  the  time  of  the  Commonwealth, 
had  been  in  alliance  with  the  ftate,  and  had  exer- 
cifed  in  various  provinces  of  the  kingdom  as  well  as 
in  London,  an  eccleiiaftical  jurifdidlion.  Their  fitqa- 
tion  was  now  changed  ;  and  it  was  neceiTary  policy, 
if  not  true  liberality  of  fpirit,  to  lay  alide  claims, 
which  they  had  no  means  of  fupporting  by  the  emo^ 
luments  or  powe^  of  this  world.  This  agreement 
■  feems  to  have  been  the  firft  ftep  towards  the  decline 
of  the  prelbyterian  difcipline ;  till  at  length,  though 
\  the  name  is  retained  by  many  focieties  of  diflenters, 
'  the  diftinguiihing  principles  of  prefbyterianifm  are 
loft ;  and  the  independent  mode  of  church  govern- 
ment is  virtually,  if  not  avowedly,  adopted  by  all. 
The  coalition,  the  principles  of  which  we  have 
ftated,  after  the  preliminaries  of  it  were  fettled,  was 
commenced  with  a  religious  fervice  at  Stepney  on  the 
6th  of  April  1691  :  at  which,  by  the  appointment 
of  the  united  minifter*,  a  fermon  was  preached 
by  Mr,  Matthew  Mead ;  which  was  publifhed  under 
the  quaint  title,  but  fuitablc  to  the  occafion,  and 
agreeable  to  the  tafte  of  the  age,  of  **  Two  fticks 
^«  made  one/*  from  Ezekiel  X5{xvii.  19. 

The  diffenters  would  have  ihewn  wifdom,  and 
probably  have  commanded  greater  refpc£l,  and  had 
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greater  weight  with  the  nation,  if  befides  this  li- 
mited and  partial  agreement  between  the  minifters 
in  London  and  its  vicinity,  they  had  adopted  a 
fcheme  of  general  correfpondence  throughout  the 
kingdom,  atid  had  adhered  to  it  with  confiftency 
and  firmnefs*  It  would  have  laid  a  foundation  for 
future  vigorous  and  united  exertions  in  a  common 
caufe ;  and  would  have  precluded  thofe  clamours, 
which  an  attempt  to  form  fuch  an  union  has 
iince  raifed. 

It  was  however  to  their  honour,  that  though 
they  did  not  unite  on  a  broad  plan,  which  ihould 
comprehend  all  the  body  and  its  different  denomi- 
nations through  the  kingdom  ;  they  generally  afted 
in  concert,  and  were  unanimous  in  the  fupport 
which  they  afforded  to  the  new  govern ment. 
Whereas  in  the  church,  contentions  (till  exifted* 
The  zealous  adherents  to  the  abdicated  king  were 
folicitous  to  reitiftate  him  on  his  throne;  and  a  defign 
was  concerted  to  affaflinate  the  reigning  king  in 
Flanders.*  A  controverfy  in  favour  of  the  deprived 
bifhops  agitated  the  church ;  and  various  trails 
were  publiibed.  Among  others  who  refufed  the 
oaths,  and  afterwards  diftinguiftied  themfclves 
by  a  bitter  and  determined  adherence  to  the  caufe 
of  the  exiled  king,  was  Dn  George  Hicks,  whom 
James  had  promoted  to  the  deanery  of  Worcefter 
n  1683  J  ^  ^^^  ^^  extenfive  learning,  and  parti* 
cularly  ikilled  in  antiquities  and  the  old  northern 
languages.     His  conduft  in  the  affair  was  Angular. 

•  Burnet,  yoL  iy.  p,  138,  &c. 
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At  firfl:  he  was  willing  to  fwcar  allegiance  to  King 
William  and  Queen  Mary,  refolved  to  do  it,  and 
determined,  in  order  to  give  notoriety  and  folemnity 
to  his  pledge  of  fidelity  to  the  new  government,  to 
take  the  oaths  publicly  in  London,  Previoufly  to 
his  fetting  out,  a  friend,  forefeeing  the  danger  of 
bis  being  aflaulted  by  his  acquaintance  in  the  city, 
and  of  his  being  thus  diverted  from  his  purpofe, 
advifcd  him  to  continue  at  Worcefter.  He  refented 
the  fufpicion  of  his  fteadinefs  which  fuch  pcrfuafions 
implied,  and  commenced  his  journey.  His  friend 
met  him  on  the  road,  and  renewed  his  cautions.  To 
ihcfe  he  l-eplied  by  declaring  himfclf  fully  con^ 
vin^ed  that  it  was  his  duty  to  take  the  oaths.  But 
when  he  reached  town,  he  was  led  to  entertain 
other  fentimcms  on  ,thc  fubjcft ;  he  faid  that  he  had 
been  miftaken  ;  and  not  only  refufcd  to  take  the 
oaths,  but  fet  himfelf  at  the  head  of  thofe  who 
rcfufed  to  take  them.  He  fell  under  fufpenfion,  of 
courfe,  in  Auguft  1689,  and  was  deprived  in  Fe- 
bruary following :  and  as  he  lived  twcnty-five  years 
after  this,  he  employed  much  of  his  time  in  writing 
in  defence  of  the  principles  of  the  nonjurors.* 

It  was  very  natural  that  the  deprivation  of  a 
number  of  the  biftiops  and  clergy  ftiould  agitate 
the  public  mind.  They  who  loft  their  preferments, 
loft  their  temper:  though  they  were  not  hunted  from 
place  to  place,  or  vexed  with  profecutions  and  im- 
prifonments ;  forae  of  them  indeed  were  doubly 
tjixed,  yet  they   lived  unmolefted;  and  fome  were 

^  Life  of  Bifhop  Kennet,  p.  47,  note* 
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peraiitted  to  name  their  fucceffors  into  their  benefices, 
who,  it  was  believed,  allowed  to  them  the  greater 
.proportion  of  the  emoluments.  In  the  diocefe  of 
Salifbury,  Mr.  Martin,  befides  being  continued  in 
his  living,  received  from  BiQiop  Burnet,  out  of  his 
own  purfe,  the  income  of  his  prebend :  for  though 
he  refufed  the  oaths,  he  did  not  join  in  the  fchifm  of 
the  nonjurors,  Mr.  Spinks  was  permitted  to  fervc 
the  donative  which  he  enjoyed,  by  a  curate.  Mr. 
Jones's  living  was  collated  to  a  fucceffor,  whom  he 
Bominated.  Dr.  Beach  kept  his  living  two  years 
after  the  fentence  of  the  law  pronounced  him  to  be 
deprived  of  it  j  and  though  he  was  indlfted  and  cou- 
vifted  for  uttering  feditious  words,  he  was  pardoned. 
This  lenient  treatment  was  purfued  in  other  dioccfes. 
But  the  diminution  of  income  which  thefe  clergy 
fuftained,  if  not  the  entire  lofs  of  the  emoluments  of 
office,  and  the  obloquy  under  which  their  names  fell, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  nation,  were 
felt  to  be  grievances.  Thefe  grievances  provoked 
remondrances ;  and  the  fingular  fituation  into 
which  the  clergy  were  throvra,  produced  queftions 
concerning  the  indelible  permanence  of  their  facrcd 
office  and  of  epifcopal  authority,  which  were  agi^ 
tated  with  warmth. 

The  fpiritual  rights  of  the  bifliops  againfl:  a  lay 
deprivation  were  afferted  and  defended  in  "  a  Vin- 
"  dication  of  the  deprived  Bifliops,"  a  tra(ft  pub- 
liflied  at  this  time.  There  alfo  came  out  a  pamphlet 
entitled  **  Solomon  and  Abiathar  :  or  the  cafe  of 
^*  the  deprived  bifliops  and  clergy  difcuffed,  in  a 
^?  dialogic  between  Eucheres^  a  conformift,  aild  Dyf^ 
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**  cheresy  a  recufant :"  by  Mr.  Hill.  The  author's  dc- 
fign  was  to  {hew,  that  Abiathar  voluntarily  refigned 
the  ofEce  of  the  priefthood,  and  was  not  removed 
from  it  by  the  authority  of  Solomon  ;  that  he  had 
no  original  legal  claim  to  it ;  and  that  of  courfe  on 
his  withdrawing  from  the  facred  ofBcc,  it  reverted 
to  Zadok,  without  any  title  from  the  king.  The 
tenor  of  this  argument,  in  direft  repugnancy  to  the 
ftatement  of  the  hiftorian,  was  evidently  dcfigned 
to  prove,  that  the  Englifli  monarch  could  not  juftify 
his  deprivation  of  the  bifhops  by  the  example  of 
the  Jewifli  king.  The  fpirit  of  the  writer  and  the 
fpirit  of  the  times  appeared  in  the  rcprefentation 
given  by  him  of  the  ftate  of  things  under  King 
William,  which  he  ftigmatifed  as  *'  worfe  than  a 
**  deluge  of  poperyj  and  the  whole  revolution,'*  he 
branded  "  as  a  great  impiety."  With  fucb  fenti- 
ments  concerning  the  exifting  government,  it  is  not 
furprifing  that  the  Jacobites  were  frequently  forming 
plots  againd  it ;  that  difappointments  in  their  defigns 
enflamed  their  refentment ;  and  that  events,  which 
had  an  unfavourable  afpefl:  on  the  glory  of  the 
king's  arms  and  the  fecurity  of  his  crown,  fuch  as 
the  viSory  of  the  French  at  Landen,  and  the  ruin 
of  the  Smyrna  fleet,  gave  birth  to  exultations  and 
rejoicings.  ''  It  is  amazing  to  think,"  fays  a  liberal 
writer,  "  to  what  a  length  the  interefts  and  paffions 
*'  of  fome  men  will  carry  them."  A  fchifm  was  at- 
tempted to  be  raifed  in  the  Church.  The  divines 
Dr.  Tillotfon  and  Dr.  Sharpe,  who  had  been 
clefted  to  the  fees  of  Canterbury  and  York,  becaufc 
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they  were  faithful  to  the  government  and  zealous  for 

it,  becaVife  they  were  charitable  to  the  diffenters  and 

friends  to  the  toleration,  were  reprefented  as  men 

who  intended  to  undermine  the  church  and  to  betray 

it     Some  of  the  furious  divines,  who  raifed  thefe 

clamours,  wercproteftedand  preferred,  from  the  hope 

that  indulgence  and  favour  would  fofccn  their  tempers 

and  correft  their  prejudices.     They  accepted  their 

preferments  as  the  rewards  which  they  believed  to 

be  due  to  their  merits ;  and  employed  the  credit 

and  authority  which  thefe  preferments  gave  them, 

againft  the  very  prelates  to  whom  they  owed  them.* 

Amidfl  the  agitations  of  the  times,  two  events 

took  place  which  were  of  a  very  gloomy  caft  ;  which 

appeared  very  inaufpicious  to  the  general  caufe  of 

liberty,  and  to  the  rights  and  hopes  of  the  diffenters  in 

particular.     On  the  22d  of  November,  1694,  died 

Archbifhop  Tillotfon,  whofe  high  ftation   had  beeii 

made  very  uneafy,   and  whofe  fpirits  had  fufFered  a 

great  depreflion,  by  the  virulent   oppofition  of  his 

enemies  and    by  the  reproach  of    evil  tongues^ 

though  neither  could  provoke  or  frighten  him  from 

his  duty.     His   mind  was   enriched  with  learning, 

an4  his  heart  was  formed  by  the  genuine   fpirit  of 

golqdnefs;  in  his  charafter  reflitude  of  principle  was 

unitei-with  benevolence  of  difpofition  and  fv/cetnefs 

of  temper.      The  generous  and   liberal  femiments 

towards  the  diffenters,  which  diftinguifhed  him;  and 

his  advancement  to  that  ftation  of  influence,  dignity, 

and  wealth,  of  which  their  favourite  Bancroft  had 

•  Warner's  Ecclefiaftical  Hiftory  of  England,  vol.  ii.  p.  653. 
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been  difpoffeffed;  cxpofed  him  to  the  difpleafure  of 
the  high  party,  and  drew  on  him  their  jealoufy  and 
refentmcnt.  The  king  and  queen  were  much  aflFefted 
with  his  death  ;  and  with  great  reiifon,  it  awakened 
a  general  concern  and  deep  forrow  throughout  the 
nation.  The  event  can  now  be  viewed  not  only 
as  afFording  to  the  prelate  a  calm  retreat  from  the 
malice  of  his  enemies,  but  as  being  even  favourable 
to  the  caufe,  which  appeared  in  his  removal  to  have 
fuftained  an  irreparable  injury ;  for  his  'mild  and 
pacific  fpirit,  obfcrves  Dr.  Calamy,  rendered  him 
not  fo  well  able,  as  his  fucceffor  Dr.  Tennifon,  to 
contend  with  fome  difficulties,  which,  bad  he  lived 
longer,  he  would  have  been  called  to  encounter* 

Dn  JoTin  Hall,  bifliop  of  Briftol  and  mafter  of 
Pembroke  college,  on  account  of  his  moderation 
and  piety,  was  recommended  by  a  numerous  party 
to  fill  the  vacant  fee  of  Canterbury.  Dn  Stil- 
lingflcet  bifhop  of  Worcefter,  who  was  eminently 
learned,  was  judged  by  -many  to  be  a  man  in  all 
refpefts  fit  for  the  poft,  and  his  nomination  to  it  was 
not  only  favoured  by  the  inclinations,  but  fupported 
by  the  earneft  requeft,  of  the  Queen :  befides  being 
obnoxious,  however,  to  the  envy  and  j.ealoufy  of 
fome  on  account  of  eminent  talents  and  erudition, 
befides  his  temper  and  notions  being  generally  regar- 
ded as  too  high  by  the  whigs,  his  tender  frame  and 
ill  health  difqualified  him  for  the  fatigues  attached 
to  that  high  ftation.  The  approbation  of  the  mi- 
nlflry,  the  general  concurrence  of  the  clergy  and 
people,  and  the  efteem  of  their,  majeftics,  after  all. 
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determined  in  favour  of  Dr.  Tennifon  bifliop  of 
Lincoln  ^  a  man  who  bad  many  friends  and  no 
enemy ;  who  pofleiTed  firm  health  and  an  adive 
temper ;  who  had  ferved  the  cure  of  St.  Martin,  in 
the  word  times,  with  Angular difcretion  and  courage; 
and  bad  reftored  a  large  neglcfted  diocefe  to  good 
order  and  difcipline.  He  was  nominated  to  the  fee 
of  Canterbury  on  the  8th  of  December,  and  his 
confecration  took  place  on  January  1 6,  1 695,  in 
the  church  of  St.  Mary-le-Bow,  London. 

Within  five  weeks  after  the  removal  of  Archbifliop 
Tillotfon,  the  Queen  fell  fick  on  the  2  2d  of  De- 
cember 1 694.  Her  illnefs  foon  appeared  to  be  the 
fmall-pox,  a  difeafe  which  had  been  fatal  to  the  royal 
family.  It  baffled  the  fkill  of  the  phyficians  and  the 
power  of  medicine,  and  (he  died  on  the  28th  of  the 
fame  month,  in  the  thirty-third  year  of  her  age,  and 
in  the  fixth  of  her  reign.  Her  perfonal  accomplifli- 
ments  and  virtues  would  in  any  ftation  have  created 
deep  and  mournful  regret,  through  the  circle  in 
which  Ihe  could  not  but  have  been  admired  and 
loved.  Her  capacity  for  government,  and  the 
wifdom  of  her  adminiftration  in  the  abfence  of  the 
king,  difplayed  her  great  talents,  and  brightened  the 
afpeft  of  public  affairs,  which  in  other  rcfpefts  were 
of  a  melancholy  complexion.  Her  zeal  for  the 
public  good,  her  concern  for  the  honour  and  prof- 
periiy  of  England,  her  attachment  to  the  proteftant 
religion,  her  regard  to  the  rights  of  confcience, 
and  her  folicitude  to  promote  union  amongft  her 
fubjcfts,  rendered  her  life  peculiarly  important,  and 
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her  death  a  jufl  ground  of  deep  a«d  univcrfal  forrow* 
She  died  more  j^eneraHy  lamented  than  any  princefe 
in  our  hiftory ;  and  the  national  rcfpeft  and   grief 
were   teftifi'^d   in  an  extraordinary  raantfcr.     Both 
Houfes  of  Parliament  went  in  procefBon  before  the 
chariot  in  which  her  body  was  carried  to  the  place 
of  interment :  and  the  Order  of  Council,  befides 
requiring  all  perfonsto  go  into  thedecpeft  motirning, 
direfted  the   nobility   and  gentry   to  furnifli   their 
fervants    with  liveries  of  black  cloth,  and  to  6over 
their  coaches  with  it.    The  people  of  Scotland,  to 
(hew  how  much  they  felt  on  this  occafibn,  fet  apart 
a  day  of  humiliation.  The  two  Houfes  of  Parliament 
gave  the  example  of  waiting  on  the  king  with  moil 
tefpeftful  and  confolatory  adJreffes.    The  clergy,  the 
city  of  London,  and  other  corporations   and    chief 
places  of  the  kingdom,  were  not  behind  the  legiflative 
bodies  in  fimilar  teftimonials  of  their  fympathy  with 
the  king,  and    of  their  deep   fenfe  of  the  queen's 
death.     The  diffenting  midifters  in  London  and  its 
vicinity,  who  had   peculiar  reafons  to  exprefs  their 
participation  of  the  general  grief,  approached   the 
throne  in  a  large  body;  and  in  a  fpeech  delivered  by 
Dr.  Bates,  at  their  head,  poured  out  their  empaf- 
Ijoned  eflFufions  of  admiration  and  praife  of  the  high 
perfe(5Hons  that  (hone  in  the  perfon  and  aftions  of 
the  deceafed     royal  perfonage,    and    their    ftrong 
affurances  of  inviolable  fidelity  and  conftant  attach- 
ment to  the  perfoa  and  government  of  the  furviving 
fovereigo.* 

*  For  the  Addrcfs  at  length,  fee  Appendix  No.  iv. 
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Amidft  the  general  expreffions  of  high  regard 
for  the  virtues  and  excellencies  difplaycd  in  the  cha- 
jafter  of  the  Queen  ;  and  of  univerfal  forrow  on 
her  death,  there  werd  not  wanting  publications 
which  betrayed  different  fentiments.  The  funeral 
fermon  for  her  Majcfty  was,  at  the  King's  appoint- 
ment, preached  wf  Dr.  Tennifon.  Some  perfons, 
from  a  prejudice  agaitift  the  new  archbiQiop  and 
from  difaffeftion  to  thc\government,  were  feVere  in 
their  animadverfiotis  on  this  difcourfe,  aild  on  others 
preached  upon  feveral  folemn  occafions,  about  this 
time,  by  other  bifliops  and  eminent  minifters  in  th6 
diurch.  The  nonjuring  clergy  were  moft  forward 
in  their  cenfures ;  aiid  in  the  exafperated  flate  of 
their  minds,  they  did  not  refrain  from  malevolent 
slfperfions  on  the  king,  and  his  deceafed  royal  coil- 
fort.  The  cry  of  paifive  obedience  was  renewed  j 
and  the  heavieft  charges  of  producing  famine  at 
home  and  contempt  abroad,  of  impoverifhing  and 
ruining  the  nation  for  ever,  were  brought  againft  the 
Revolution.  One  pamphlet  publifhed  in  this  drain 
was  entitled  "  Remarks  on  fome  late  Sermons  :'* 
another  appeared  in  the  form  of  "  A  Letter  to  the 
*•  Author  of  a  Sermon  preached  at  the  funeral  of 
•*  her  late  Majefty  Queen  Mary.*'  This  traft  came 
from  the  pen  of  a  worthy  charafter,  whofe  works 
had  in  general  an  obvious  tendency  to  promote 
practical  religion,  and  whofe  fermons  were  regarded 
as  the  genuine  efFufions  of  his  heart.  The  author 
was  Dr.  Kenn,  who  had  been  deprived  of  the  fee  of 
Bath  and  Wells  j    whofe  attachment  to  James  IL 
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or  yjtihok  fcrupoloiky  about  the  permanent  obligation 
of  his  former  oaths^   rendered  him  inimical  to  the 
new  government^  and  excited  in  his  mind  ftrong  pre<^ 
}udices  againft  the  deceafed  queen^  as  having,  in  his 
s^reheniions,    violated    filial  duty  and   aiFe£lion, 
when  ihe  was  prevailed  on  to   afcend  her  father's 
throne,  and  was  made  the  inftrument  of  fuperceding 
him  *    The  archbiQiop  did  not  judge  it  proper  or 
neccffary  to  reply  to  this  letter;    which  was  meant 
to  charge  him  with  unfaithfulnefs  in  not  availing 
himfelf  of  the  opportunities  afforded  him,  by  his 
attendance  on   the  queen    in    her  lad   illnefs,    to 
awaken  a  fcnfe  of  guilt,  where  the  prelate,  viewing 
the  conduA  in  a  different  light  from  his  epifcopal 
brother,  doubtlefs  thought  that  the  royal  perfonage 
had  aded  a  virtuous  and  patriotic  part.     The  author 
of  the  letter  could  fcarcely  entertain  a  hope  that  his 
rcmonftrance  would  have  any  other  effefl  than  that 
of  expofing  the  conduft  of  the  prelate  to  cenfurc ; 
and  together  with  the  *•  Remarks,"  affording  a  tef-^ 
timony  of  the  fpirit  and  fentiments  with  which  the 
Revolution  and  the  charafter  of  the  queen  were  re- 
garded by  the  writers  of  thofe  pamphlets  and  by  the 
party,  of  which  they  might  be  confidered  as  the  voice. 
It  was  to  the  honour  of  the  archbilhop,  that  though 
he  was  filent  under  the  reproaches  caft  upon  him,  he 
was  not  inaftive  in  the  high  ftation  to  which  he  was 
taifed.     One  of  his  firft  afts  after  his  advancement 
was  to  obtain  from  the  king  *'  injunflions  to  the 

*  Memoirs  of  Dr.  Tennifon,  p.  31—41 ;  and  Granger's  Biogra- 
phkA  Hiftory  of  England,  vol.  ir.  p*  290. 
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^'  archbiftiops,  to  be  communicated  by  ihem  to  the 
**  biftiops  and  the  reft  of  the  clergy,  for  reform- 
."  ing  the  government  of  the  church ;  enforcing  a 
^'  regard  to  the  canons  relative  to  ordination  ;  fup- 
preifing  abufes  occaConed  by  pluralities^  and  pro- 
viding for  the  Tegular  and  conftant  difcharge  of 
*•  clerical  duties;  and  for  a  vigilant  fuperintendancc 
"  of  the  lives  and  manners  of  the  clergy/' 

The  tenor  of  fuch  publications  as  thofe  which  wc 
have  noticed,  afforded  ftrong  indications  of  the  at-» 
tachment  to  the  exiled  king,  and  of  diiTaSedlion  to 
the  Revolution,  prevailing  in  the  kin^gdom ;  fufficient 
to  give  encouragement  to  the  formation  of  fchemes 
for  the  overthrow  of  the  exifting  governments  A 
ftratagem  to  eflfeft  this  objeft  was  concerted  in 
France.  The  objeft  vns  to  invade  England,  and  to 
aflaf&nate  the  King  in  his  coach,  either  as  he  (hould 
go  out  to  hunt,  or  on  his  return.  The  leading  con- 
fpirators  were  Sir  Wm.  Perkins,  Captain  Porter, 
La  Rue,  Robert  Chaveroch,  arid  others;  at  the  head 
of  whom  was  Sir  George  Barclay.  The  French 
army  was  marched  to  Dunkirk,  to  aft  when  the 
opportunity  favoured  their  exertions.  The  Duke  pf 
Berwick -came  over  to  prepare  matters  here.  The 
tranfport  ftiips,  a  fmall  fleet  of  cruizers  and  a  convoy 
of  men  of  war,  were  in  a  filent  manner  brought  toge- 
ther, and  properly  difpofed ;  many  regiments  were 
embarked;  and  King  James  was  wailing  at  Cfilais, 
that  on  the  firft  notice  of  the  fuccefs  pf  the  ajOTairina- 
tion,  he  might  fet  fail;  fo  nearly  was  the  fchemc 
brought  to  a  crifis.      The  defign  was  to  ftrike  ihts 
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blow  on  the  i5tli  of  Fcbrnary  1695 — ^  •  ^^^  in  the 
beginning  of  that  month  fucb  a  drfclofure  was  made 
by  La  Rue,  a  Captain  Fifticr,  and  Pendergrafs^  an 
Irifh  officer,  as  led  to  an  inveftigation  which  de- 
feated the  project.  Upon  the  dcteftion  of  this 
defign  a  royal  proclamation  was  iffiied,  promifing 
large  rewards  to  thofe  who  fhould  apprehend  any  of 
the  confpirators  named  in  it ;  fo  -that  few,  except 
Barclay,  efcaped.  The  prifons  were  in  a  manner 
filled  with  fuch  as  were  apprehended.  Several  of 
them  were  tried  on  indidlments  of  high  treafon,  and 
were  executed.  When  Sir  John  Friend  and,  Sir 
Wm.  Perkins  fufFered  death,  three  nonjurying  cler- 
gymen, Mr.  Cook,  Mr.  Snatt,  and  Mr.  Collier,  who 
had  vifited  them  in  prifon,  attended  them  to  the 
place  of  execution }  and  befidcs  affifting  them  with 
their  exhortations  and  prayers,  folemnly  gave  them 
abfolution,  by  impofition  of  hands,  before  all  the 
people:  "  a  drain  of  impudence,'*  fays  Biftiop  Bur- 
net, "  as  new  as  it  was  wicked.*'  Thefe  perfons 
died,  owning  the  ill  defigns  in  which  they  had  been 
engaged,  and  expreffing  no  fcntiment  of  penitence 
for  them.  The  conduft  of  the  clergy  who  abfolved 
them  was  a  virtual  approbation  of  their  traitorous 
meafurcsj  and  a  daring  infult  of  the  government, 
and  of  the  legal  proceedings  which  had  fentenccd 
them  to  death.  The  two  former  were  committed, 
tried,  and  fined,  as  well  as  cenfured  ;  Mr.  Collier 
made  bis  efcape.  A  declaration  againft  this  beha* 
viour  of  the  clergymen,  as  extremely  infolent,  as 
without  precedent  in  the  manner,  and  as  altogether 
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irregular,  was  publiftied  by  the  archbiftiops  and 
fourteen  biftiops,  the  whole  of  the  cpifcopal  bench 
then  in  town;  and  feveral  nonjurying  clergymen 
gave  it  under  their  hands,  that  it  was  neither  the 
praftice  of  the  Church  of  England,  nor  allowable 
in  fuch  cafes,  to  give  abfolution.* 

When  fuch  a  fpirit  fhewed  itfelf  towards  *'the 
"  powers  that  were,*'  it  is  not  furprifing,  if  the 
friends  and  partizans  of  the  new  civil  cftabli(hment 
were  regarded  with  jealoufy  and  refentment.  The 
liberty  granted  to  the  diffenters  to  worfhip  God 
according  to  their  principles  was  all  along  the  ground 
of  complaint,  and  a  grievance  to  many.  Though  all 
the  former  feveritics  were  not  revived  againft  them, 
they  were  borne  hard  upon  at  this  time  in  feveral 
inftances  where  the  Aft  of  Indulgence,  had  not  fpeci- 
fically  provided  for  their  relief.  Proceedings  were 
commenced  againft  feveral,  efpecially  Mr^  afterwards 
Dr.  Jofhua  Oldfield,  then  paftor  of  a  congregation  of 
diiTenters  at  Coventry,  for  keeping  academical  femi- 
naries,  Mr.  Oldfield  was  a  man  of  diftinguiflied 
talents  and  learning ;  who,  previoufly  to  his  fettle- 
ment  at  Coventry,  had  lived  feveral  years  at  Oxford, 
and  was  in  habits  of  friendly  intprconrfe  with  fomc 
of  the  firft  fcholars  of  the  univerfity;  among  others 
with  Dr.  Wallis  and  Mr.  Dodwell,  by  whom  he  was 
highly  efteemed.  He  had  complied  with  the  rer 
quifitions  of  the  law  by  a  declaration  againft  popery, 
by  fubfcription  to  the  doftrinal  articles  of  the  Efta-? 

*  Calamyy  p.  550  $  ^nd  Hiftory  of  the  Life  aod  Reign  of  Willi^ 
JB*P«3»7»i»niO.  X744. 
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blifhed  Church,  and  by  taking  the  oath  of  allegiance 
to  the  government,  in  the  fupport  pf  which  he 
joined  an  aflbciation.  But  thefe  evidences  of  his 
proteilantifm  and  loyalty  did  not  prote£l  him  from 
the  fpirit  of  intolerance*  On  the  6th  of  Oftober 
1696,  he  was  cited  to  appear  on  the  i4ihof  the 
fame  month  before  the  ecclefiaftical  court,  to  be 
held  at  Coventry,  for  the  dioqefe  of  Lichfield 
and  Coventry.  He  was  charged  with  teaching 
without  a  licence ;  and  when  he  demanded  a  copy  of 
the  libel  or  articles  againft  him,  he  was  put  off,  and 
forced  to  attend  again  for  it  at  Lichfield  on  the  26th. 
The  libel  ex  officio j  which  was  there  delivered  to 
him,  accufed  him  of  teaching  without  licence,  and 
alfo  without  fubfcription  to  the  whole  Book  of 
Common  Prayer  and  the  thirty-nine  articles  entire, 
contrary  to  the  77th  canon ;  though  no  charge  of 
deficiency  in  any  other  qualification,  or  any  crimina- 
lity of  coaduft  in  other  refpeft,  was  alleged  againft 
Jiim.  The  judge  earneftly  preffed  him  for  an  imme- 
diate anfwer  •  and  the  utmoft  indulgence  he  could 
obtain,  was  to  poftpone  his  appearance  in  the  fame 
place  till  the  7th  of  November,  the  next  coi.irt-day. 
When  the  day  came,  he  replied  by  his  proftor. 
One  of  his  family  happening  to  be  prefent  was  fo 
jerrified  by  the  judge  himfelf,  who  threatened  him 
with  excommunication,  as  to  bind  himfelf  by  an  oath 
to  accufe  the  defendant;  but,  by  withdrawing  before 
the  hour  for  his  examination  came,  he  evaded  the 
obligation.     Mr.   Oldfield  removed  the  caufe  to 
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Wcftminfter-Hall,  and  obtained  a  noli  prosequi  from 
the  Court  of  King's-Bench. 

The  learned  Mr.  Frankland,  cjeaed  fromBifliop^s- 
Aukland  in  Durham^  Vho  conduced,  at  different 
places  of  refidence,  an  academical  feminary  of  great 
reputation  from  1669  to  1698,  was^  notwithftanding 
the  proteSion  and  fccurity  which  the  Toleration 
Aft  offered,  haraffcd  by  citations  from  the  eccle- 
fiaftical  courts  from  the  Revolution  in  1688  to  his 
death  in  1698,  foon  after  he  had  obtained  a  fimilar 
prohibition  to  flop  proceedings :  in  the  mean  time 
he  had  been  excommunicated,  on  one  oiFthe  citations, 
for  non-appearance.  Others  met  with  trouble  on 
the  fame  grounds.  The  fpirit  of  the  law,  which 
indeed,  under  great  •limitations,  granted  liberty  of 
religious  profeffion,  and  the  known  difpofitions  of  the 
Court,  were  not  fufficient  to  reftrain  the  operations 
of  intolerance  without  an  appeal  to  the  royal  pre- 
rogative, to  obtain  from  the  liberality  of  the  king 
the  indemnity  which  the  law  ought  to  have  guaran- 
teed. The  proceedings  againft  Mr.  Oldfield  and 
Mr.  Frankland,  on  account  of  keeping  feminaries 
for  claffical  andphilofophical  learning,  were  peculiarly 
groundlefs  and  illiberal,  as  both  had  ftudied  at  the 
Univerfities  of  Cambridge,  and  left  that  feat  of 
fcience  and  literature  with  great  reputation  for  talents 
and  proficiency.*  Profecutions  againft  men  for 
opening  fcbools  and  diffufing  knowledge  were  morq 
fuitable  to   the  age  of  Gothic  barbarifm,  than  to 

*  Calamy,  rol.  i.  p?  551 ;  Dr.  Wm.  Harris's  Funeral  Difcourfcs,  p. 
38a  ;  and  Palmer's  Nonconformift's  Mempnal>  vol,  i^  p.  49x9 
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times  like  thofe  of  t^e  Revolution^  when  the  day-ftar 
of  light  and  liberty  was  rifing  on  mankind. 

The  conduft  of  Sir  Humphrey  Edwin,  a  diffenter, 
and  the  lord-mayor  of  London  this  year,  in  carrying 
the  regalia  of  his  office  to  the  meetipg-hpufe  ap 
Pinner's  Hall,  will  be  deemed  by  many  to  have  been 
injudicious,  and  in  thofe  times  of  irritation  calculated 
to  raife  jealoufy  and  inflame  the  paflions.     The  fafl 
is,  that  unhappy  confequences  arqfe  from  it  both  in 
this  and  the  fucceeding  rejgn.     It  was  r^pr^fented 
by  a  warm  advpcate  for  the  churchy  npt  only  as 
a  reproach  to  the  laws  and  magiftracy  of  the  city, 
that  the  mayor  fliquld  carry  the  fword  of  ftate  with 
him  to,  as  the  divine  eleg4ntly  exprefles  himfelf,  ''  a 
•'  n(\fty  coqyenticle/'  that  was  kept  iq  onq   of  the 
city-halls,  hut  ^s  at r ox  f acinus ^  a  horrid  crime ;  and 
he  called  the  plea  offered  in  its  defence,  on  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  Aft  of  Toleration  as  much  eftablifhed 
the  religion  of  the  dijQfenters  as  that  of  the  nation, 
*^  an  arrogant  reafon/*     The  horrid  nsiture  of  the 
crime,  and  the  s^rrogance  of  the  plea,  could  not  be 
feen   npr   admitted  by  many  who  wiibed  that  this 
proceeding  of  the  lord-mayor  had  been  waved. 

But  the  moft  marked  and  prominent  fcatpre  of 
the  times  appeared  in  ftatutc  8th  and  gih,  pafled  in 
the  reign  of  King  William  III.  intitled,  *^  an  Aft  for 
V  the  more  effeftvial  fuppreffing  of  blafphcmy  and 
*'  profi^ncpefs.'*  Some  years  before  this  the  contro- 
ycrfy  concerning  the  doftrine  of  the  Trinity  had  been 
agitated;  and  Unitarian  fentiments,  called  then  as  in 
the.prefentday,  byway  of  obloquy,  Socinian^  had  been 
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advanced  and  defended  in  various  publications;  which 
Mn  Firmin,  a  citizen  of  wealth,  and  a  pattern  of  a^ivc 
and  generous  benevolence  in  various  ways,   as  well 
as  of  zeal  in  religious  matters,  difperfed  over  the 
nation,  and  gave  to  any  perfon  who  was  difpofed  to 
read  them.    Great  attention  was  excited  ;  the  fubjefl: 
tecatpe  a  common  topic  of  difcourfe ;  indignant  con- 
tempt was  expreffed  againft  myfterious  doftrines,  as 
the  contrivances  of  priefts,   a£luatcd  by  a  dcfign  to 
bring  theworld  intoablindfubmiiEon,  and  as  governed 
more  by   the  fpirit  of  prieftcraft  than   the   love  of 
truth.     The  friends  of  the  received  doftrines  were 
alarmed ;  a  great  outcry  was  raifed  againft  focini* 
anifm;  and  the  enemies  to  the  government  availed 
tbemfelves  of  the  opportunity,   either  through  real 
pr  pretended  fears,  to  purfue  fteps  and  to  ufe  a  lan- 
guage which  tended  to  undermine  it.     In  this  ferment 
of  the  public   mind,   the   Commons  addreffed  the 
King,  Feb.  17,  1698,  to  this  efFeft.    They  requefted 
his  Majefty  to  iffue  out  his  royal  proclamation  to  all 
the  magiftrates  and  jufticcs  of  the  peace  to  put  in 
fpcedy  execution  the  laws  a^^ainft  profanenefs  and 
immorality,  and  to  require  from  time   to  time  aa 
account  of  their  proceedings  on  it:  They  bcfought 
his  Majefty  to  difcourage,  in  a  particular  manner,  all 
vice,  profanenefs,  and  irreligion  in  thofe  who  had 
the  honour  to  be  employed  near  his  royal  perfon, 
or  in  his  fervice  by  fea  or  land ;  to  appoint  ftrifl: 
orders  to  be  given  to  all  his  commanders,  not  only 
to  fliew  a  good  example,  but  to  infpeft  the  manners 
qf  thofe  under  them :  and  they  entreated  that  his 
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Majcfty  on  all  occafions  would  ditlinguifli  men 'of  piety 
and  virtue  by  marks  of  his  royal  favour.  They 
alfo  folicired  the  king  to  give  fuch  eflFeftual  orders  as 
to  his  royal  wifdom  {hould  fecm  fit,  for  the  fuppreffion 
of  all  pernicious  books  and  pamphlets,  containing 
in  them  impious  do<Srines  againft  the  Holy  Trinity, 
and  other  fundamental  anicles  of  faith,  and  to  dif« 
countenance  the  authors  and  publifhers  of  them. 

The  concern  expreffed  by  thefc  fenators  for  the 
fuppreffion  of  vice,  immorality,  and  irreligion,  will  be 
deemed  truly  laudable,  worthy  the  friends  of  virtue 
and  the  guardians  of  their  country's  beft  interefts. 
But  in  the  laft  claufe  of  their  addrefs  they  will  be 
thought  to  have  gone  beyond  their  province  as 
Icgiflators,  which  was  to  define  and  fecure  the  rights 
exifting  between  man  and  man ;  and  to  form  laws, 
as  the  times  and  the  ftate  of  property  might  alter, 
for  the  proteftion  of  thofe  rights.  The  civil  magis^ 
trate  is  the  guarantee  to  every  citizen  againft  inju- 
ries from  his  fellow  citizens ;  but  he  is  no  umpire 
between  God  and  man  :  he  has  no  claim,  by  depu<« 
tation  from  either,  to  decide  what  is  religious  truth; 
par  does  he*  poflefs,  either  in  his  perfonal  capacity  or 
his  official  charafter,  any  peculiar  prerogative  or 
ability  for  the  tafk.  The  fame  means  of  information, 
the  fame  oracles  of  divine  truth.  He  opefi  to  the  ma- 
giftrate  and  to  the  fubjeft :  each  is  refponfible  to  God 
for  his  religious  gipinions.  In  the  times  of  which  we 
are  fpeaking,  the  force  of  thefe  principles,  which  are 
more  univerfally  admitted  in  thefe  days  of  better 
knowledge  and  fuperior  liberality,  was  very  partially 
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felt;  aiid  the  application  of  them  was,  in  general, 
made  only  to  cafes  that  related  to  ccclefiaftical 
government  or  to  religions  ceremonies.   . 

We  are,  therefore,  lefs  furprized,  though  we  may 
be  difpofed  to  lament,  that  fuch  an  addrefs  from  the 
Commons  was  followed  by  the  rtatute  which  we  have 
mentioned.  This  Aft  recited,  that  many  perfpn^  had 
of  late  years  openly  avowed  and  publiflicd  many 
blafphempus  and  impious  opinions,  repugnant  to  the 
doftrines  of  the  Chriftian/eligion,  very  diflionourablc 
jto  Almighty  God,  and  in  their  tendency  deftruftivc 
to  the  peace  and  welfare  of  the  kingdom.  To  pro- 
vide againfl:  thefe  evils,  and  to  fuppreft,  as  the  A& 
expreffes  it,  '*  thefe  deteftable  crimes/^  it  prohibits 
fuch  publications;  and  enafts  fevere  penalties  againfl 
any  and  every  perfon,  educated  in  the  Chriftian  reli- 
gion, or  who  at  any  time  had  made  a  profcfEon  of  it 
within  this  realm,  who  fhall  by  writing,  printing, 
teaching^  or  advifed  fpeaking,  deny  any  one  of  the 
perfons  of  the  Holy  Trinity  to  be  God,  or  fhall 
aflfert  or  maintain  there  are  more  Gods  than  one, 
or  fhall  deny  the  Chriftian  religion  to  be  true,  or  the 
holy  fcriptures  of  the  Old  and  New  Tcflament  to  be 
of  divine  authority.  To  enforce  thefe  prohibitions, 
an  incapacity  and  difability  in  law,  to  all  intents  and 
purpofes  whatever,  to  hold  any  office  or  employ- 
ment,  ecclefi^ftical,  civil,  or  military,  or  a  privatioq 
of  any  office  or  employment  held  and  enjoyed  by  thq 
offender  at  the  time  of  conviftion,  is  the  punifhment 
affixed  to  the  firfl  offence.  To  be  difabled  from 
any  right  pf  fueing,  profe<:uting9  pleading,  or  ufing 
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any  aftion  or  information  in  any  court  of  law  or 
equity,  from  being  guardian  of  any  child,  or  executor 
or  adminiftrator  of  any  perfon,  or  capable  of  receiv- 
ing any  legacy  or  deed  of  gift,  or  of  bearing  any 
office  civil  or  military,  or  any  ecclefiaftical  benefice, 
for  ever,  within  this  realm,  and  an  imprifonment  for 
three  years  without  bail  or  main-prize  from  the  time 
of  convi£lion,   is  the  punifhment  affigned  to  the 
fecond  offence.     Some  of  the  proviilons  in  this  claufe 
feem  to  have  been  formed  on  the  model  of  an  edift 
by  the  Emperor  Marcian  in  the  iixth  century,  againft 
the  Eutychians   and  ApoUinarifts,  by  which   they 
were  rendered  incapable  of  difpofing  of  their  eftates, 
of  making  a  will,  or  of  inheriting  any  thing  by  the 
will  of  others,  or  by  a  deed  of  gift.*     In  one  claufe 
this  ftatute  may  appear  to  exprefs  a  degree  of  indul- 
gence and  lenity  towards  thofe  who  were  convifted 
on  it  of  apy  crime  or  crimes;  as  it  provided^  that  on 
the  acknowledgment  and  renunciation,  within  the 
fpace  of  four  months,  of  the  offence  or  of  erroneous 
opinions,  in  the  court  where  the  convidion  had  taken 
place,  fuch  offender  fhould  be  difcharged  from  all 
penalties  and  difabilities  incurred  by  fuch  conviAion. 
Even  this  claufe  deferves  tp  be  reprobated,  for  it 
is  infidious  ^nd  eqfnaring;  holding  out  a  temptation 
to  the  irrefolute,  and  opening  a  cjoor  of  efcape  from 
the  penalties  of  the  ftatute  to  thofe  who  are  deftitute 
of  piety  and  moral  reftitude.     Can  it  be  afccrtained, 
whether  a    renunciation  of  opinions  made  under 
fuch  circumftances   is  the   effeft  of  conviftion,  and 

Furneaux's  Letters  to  Blackftone,  p.  28,  notet 
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an  unequivocal  proof  of  fincerity?   Does  it  not  look 
very  fufpicious?     Has  it  not  the  appearance  of  being 
the  aft  of  •  a  difmayed  hypocrite?*  Such  ftatutes  are 
incompetent  to  the  end  propofcd  by  them,  namely, 
fiipprcfling  the  avowal  and  checking  the  fpread  of 
any  particular  tenets,     "  No  terrors,  not  even  thofe 
*'  of  death,  are  ftrong  enough,'*  it  has  been  well 
obferved,  **  to  prevent  the  virtuous  charafter  from 
*•  making  a  profcffion  of  his  religious  fentiments. 
"  There  have  been  men  in  all  ages  who  have  chofen 
*•  to  endure  even  an  agonizing  death,  rather  than 
**  withhold  an  open  teftimony  to  their  conviftions ; 
"  and  men   there  ever  will  be,  who  will  think  the 
**  profeffion  of  their  religious  fentiments  a  duty  of 
**  indifpenfable  obligation,  and  who  will  defy  every 
"  hazard  rather  than  conceal  them."*     If  fuch  fta- 
tutes are  incompetent  to  prevent  the  avowal  of  the 
fentiments  againft  which  they  are  levelled,  the  inflift- 
ing  of  the  penalties  they  enaft,  inftead  of  reftraining 
the  publication  of  fuch  fentiments,  promotes  it,  and 
gives  a  fpread  to  them  under  circumftances  that  are 
very  favourable  to   their  reception.     The  cafe  of  a 
virtuous  fufFerer  under  the  lafti  of  fuch  laws  attrafts 
notice,  moves  pity,  gives  a  notoriety  to  his  opinions, 
and  raifes  his  charafter  for  fincerity  and  fortitude   in 
the  eftimation  of  the  public.     All  thefe  circumftances 
will  give  weight  to  his  opinions,  and  turn  the  attention 
of  men  to  them.  **  The  words  are  gone  forth,  and  can- 
not be  recalled ;  the  public  curiofity  is  only  attrafted 
towards  them  by  any  fpecies  of  legal  cognizance 

*  A  Trcatife  on  Hcrefy,  by  a  Barrifter  at  Law,  p.  ia2,  3.    X792. 
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**  whatfbever;  a  more  general  examination  of  the 
*'  fentiment  fucceeds.  and  amongft  the  number  of 
"  enquirers,  feme,  of  courfe,  will  become  advocates 
**  for  the  opinions  of  the  preacher.  Tbc  poifon  has 
*^  entered  the  circulation,  and  muft  have  its  courfe.'** 

The  inefficiency  of  fuch  ftatutes  expofes  the  folly 
of  them,  and  draws  on  them  juft  contempt.  But  iti 
reference  to  the  intolerance  and  cruelty  which  mark 
jhem,  they  dcferve  to  be  branded  with  the  moft 
opprobrious  cenfures. 

It  at  once  awakens  deep  concern  and  roufes  warm 
indignation,  that  fuch  a  Aatute  remains, though  men  do 
not  ad  on  it,eveninour  day,  todiihonourourlegiflative 
code.  The  times  in  which  it  pafled  were  not  equatty 
enlightened  with  the  prefent ;  a  great  horror  exifted 
in  the  minds  of  moft  men  againft  the  fentrments 
which  it  was  framed  to  fupprefs.  Even  fuch  a  fpi- 
ritcd  and  upright  advocate  of  civil  and  religious  libeny 
is  Andrew  Marvell,  could  complain  that  there  was 
**  a  very  great  negleft  fomewhere,  wherefoever 
<«  the  infpeftion  of  books  was  lodged,  that  at  leaft 
**  the  Socinian  books  fhould  be  tolerated,  and  fell 
"  as  openly  as  the  Bible/*t  The  diffentets,  in  the 
addrefs  of  their  body  to  King  Williatfi  in  16975  had 
intreatcd  and  urged  him  to  flop  the  prefs  againft  the 
Unitarians;  in  which  requeft  they  had  in  view  the 
trafts  written  and  circulated  under  the  patronage  of 
Mr.  Firmin.jl     The  difpofition  to  pafs   the  ftatute 

*  A  Treatife  on  Her«fy,  by  a  Barrifter  atLaw^  p.  Jaj. 

t  Rehearfal  Tranfpofed,  part  x.  p.  i;*,  (167*) ;    or    Thomp- 
fon's  edition  of  Marvell's  Works,  vol.  ii.  p.  lai. 

\\  Emiyn's  Works,  vol.  ii.  p.  374.    Lindfty's  Hift.  View  p.  302. 
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under  confidcration  was  unhappily  countenanced  by 
aprcccdcnt  in  the  Long  Parliameut  in  1648,  which, 
by  the  injQiuence  of  the  prefbyterians,  had  palTed  an 
Aft  iimilar  to  this,  but  with  the  feverer  penalty  of 
death  to  be  inflifted  on  the  party  condemned  ; 
**  though  indeed,**  as  Mr.  Lindfey  adds,  "  three 
<«  years-  imprifonment  is  fometimes  worfe  than 
"  death, **§  No  precedent,  no  prejudices,  though 
they  may  extenuate  the  culpability  of  the  legiflature 
ia  paffing  fuch  an  Aft,  can  wholly  juftify  it ;  efpeci- 
ally  as  at  that  time  feveral  pens  had  ably  afferted 
and  defended  the  rights  of  confcience,  explained  the 
principles  of  free  enquiry,  arid  expofed  the  injuftice 
of  intolerance*  There  had  been  publiflied  "  An 
Eflay  concerning  the  power  of  the  magiftrate,  and 
the  rights  of  mankind  in  matters  of  religion  ;**  a 
traft,  which  if  it  were  "  thoughtfully  read  and  impar- 
"  tially  confidered,*'  was  calculated  to  make  every 
ingenuous  reader  afliamcd  of  perfecution.*  There 
had  appeared  from  the  prefs  *'  An  Apology  for  the 
Parliament,  humbly  reprefenting  to  Mn  John 
Gailhard  fome  reafons  why  they  did  not  at  his 
requeft  enaft  fanguinary  laws  againft  proteftants 
in  their  lalt  fcffion,*'  1697.  But  the  oonfidera-* 
tion  which  on  this  fubjeft  peculiarly  wounds  the 
reflefting  mind  is,  that  the  ftatute  of  which  we  are 
fpeaking  was  not  prevented  by  the  clofe  reafonings 
and  liberal  fpirit  with  which  the  nation  had  been 
addrefled  about  nine  or  ten  years  before  in   Mr- 

$  My  Review  of  the  Life  &c.  of  Biddle,  fe<5l.  viv 
*  An  Apology  for  the  Parliamem^  p,  39. 
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Locke's  ^'  Letter  concerning  Toleration  ;"  which, 
though  publiihed  firfl  in  Latin  in  Holland  1689, 
had  excited  fo  much  attention  as  to  have  been 
tninfl  ued  in  the  fame  year  into  the  Dutch,  French, 
and  Englifli  hini^uages;  and  the  Englifli  tranflation 
had,  within  that  fpace,  gone  through  two  impref- 
fions,  firil  in  quarto  and  then  in  duodecimot  It  is 
to  be  lamented,  and  to  him  who  does  not  make 
allowance  for  the  force  of  prejudice,  and  ihd  flow 
progrefs  of  truth,  however  ably  fupported,  it  may 
appear  furprifing,  that  the  weight  and  authority 
which  this  tra6t  derived  from  the  Angular  talents 
and  eminence  of  the  author,  had  not  given  a 
decided  turn  to  the  public  mind  in  favour  of  full 
religious  liberty.  Mr  Locke,  it  is  to  be  noticed, 
was  not  the  firft  writer  on  the  fubjeft  ;  the  public 
attention  had  been  direfted  to  it  fome  years  before, 
even  during  the  civil  wars,  when  the  argument  had 
been  ably  flated  and  difcuflcd,  The  misfortune  was, 
that  "  not  only  the  government,'*  as  the  judicious 
and  enlightened  tranflator  of  Mr,  Locke's  Letters 
obferves,  ''  had  been  partial  in  matters  of  religion, 
"  but  thofe^lfo  who  had  fuiFered  under  that  par- 
"  tiaiity,'*  and  had  endeavoured  by  their  writings 
to  vindicate  their  own  rights  and  liberties,  had 
done  it  for  the  moft  part  upon  narrow  principles, 
fuited  only  to  the  interefts  of  their  own  fefls.  Even 
Mr.  Locke's  generous  principles  were  not,  though 
(bated  in  his  clear  and  ftrong  manner,  immediately 
efficacious  in  enlarging  and  expanding-  the  minds 
of  nien. 
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To  this  it  is  to  be  added,  that  political  jcaloufies: 
and  interefts  blended  their  influence  with  religious 
zeal.  This  was  very  apparent  in  fome  fabfequent 
proceedings  againft  the  papifts.  In  the  fefEons  of 
Parliament  of  1698,  an  addrcfs  was  prcfentcd  to  the 
king,  complaining  of  the  boldnefs  with  which,  from 
his  Majefty's  unexampled  clemency^  the  papifts  had  of 
late  frequented  the  metropolis,  and  all  places  of 
public  refort ;  and  befeeching  his  Majefty  to  iflTue 
his  royal  proclamation  againft  them.  This  the  king 
promifed  to  do.§  The  faft  was,  that  many  priefts, 
alarmed  at  the  evils  which  they  anticipated  from  the 
cfFefts  of  the  revolution,  had  left  the  kingdom;  but 
after  the  peace  of  Ryfwick,  they  returned,  accom- 
panied by  numbers  of  their  order,  and  appeared 
about  the  town  without  refcrve,  and  with  an  affumcd 
boldnefs,  prefuming  on  the  fpirit  of  toleration 
which  had  begun  to  operate  in  favour  of  other  fec^ 
tarifts.  The  enemies  of  the  government  availed 
themfelves  of  this  circumftance  to  afperfe  the  whig 
minifters,  as  being  indifferent  to  the  interefts  of 
religion,  and  to  throw  out  infinuations  that  the  peace 
of  Ryfwick  included  a  fecrct  article  in  favour  of 
popery.  Even  the  king  himfelf  was  accufed  of  an 
attachment,  or  at  leaft  partiality  to  that  religion. 
Under  the  pret^ence  of  zeal  for  proteftantifm,  and 
from  a  malignant  enmity  to  the  friends  of  govern- 
ment, in  the  fefliion  of  1699,  Mr.  Howe,  one  of  the 
moft  virulent  Jacobites  in  the  houfe,  under  the  fanc- 

§  Belfham's  Hiftory  pf  Great-Britain  from  the  Revolution,  vol.  ii, 
p»  8,  Svo. 
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tion  of  a  committee,  of  which  he  was  the  chairman^ 
brought  in  a  bill  of  great  feverity.  It  inflifted  a 
fentence  of  banifhment  upon  all  popiih  prieds  and 
fchoolmafters,  on  pain  of  perpetual  imprifonmeot  in 
cafe  of  their  return  j  and  it  offered  a  reward  of  loooU 
for  their  apprehenfion.  It  alfo  enaded,  that  no 
papift,  born  after  the  25th  of  March  1700,  Ihould 
be  capable  of  inheriting  either  title  or  eftate;  or  of 
purchafing  lands,  &c.  either  in  his  own  name  or  ia 
truft  for  another,  within  the  realm.  The  moft  ex- 
traordinary claufe  of  the  bill  was  that  which  required 
all  papifts  poffefiing  eftates  in  land  to  take  the  oaths 
of  allegiance  and  fupremacy,  and  the  tcft,  wlien 
they  attained  the  age  of  eighteen;  and  till  they  did 
it,  the  eftate  was  to  devolve  to  the  next  of  kin  that 
was  a  proteftanr. 

The  tenor  of  this  bill  and  its  progrefs  through 
the  houfe  were  marked  by  malignant  infidioufnefs 
on  the  fide  of  the  party  who  moved  it,  and  moved 
it  with  a  defign  to  perplex  the  meafures  of  admi- 
niftration ;  for  ihey  indulged  the  expeftation  that 
the  whigs,  influenced  by  their  principles  of  indul- 
gence and  toleration,  would  oppofe  it,  and  by  fuch  a 
line  of  conduft  draw  on  themfelves  popular  odium. 
Difappointed  in  this  apprehenfion  they  would  have 
dropt  the  bill.  The  court  party  were  chargeable  in 
this  affair  with  a  conduft  irreconcileable  to  the 
maxims  of  fair  and  juft  policy,  and  were  carried 
away  by  their  zeal  againft  popery.  Bifliop  Burnet 
informs  us,  that  he  was  in  favour  of  this  bill,  *'  not- 
"  withftauding  his  principles  for  toleration,  and  ^^^/;i/? 
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**  all  pcrfccution  for  confcicnce  fake/'*     Both  par- 
ties penetrating  into  each  other's  defigns,  and  jealoi^s 
of  each  other's  fucccfs,  were  alert  in  manoeuvres 
to  counteraft  one  another's  views,  ^nd  to  clog  the 
bill  with   new  claufes,  unreafpnable  and  fevere,  to 
prevent   its   being  pafled  hy  the  lords.     But  fuch 
fear  left  popery  {hould  recover  its  power  and  ia- 
fiuence  was  entertained,  that  the  bill  rapidly  pafled 
through  both  houfcs.     Bi(hqp  Burner,   it  is  not  to 
be  doubted,   fpoke  the  feiiitiments  pf  the  lords,  the 
commons,  and  the  whol^  nation.     ^^  I  had  always 
**  thought,  that  if  a  government  found  any  feft  ia 
**  religion  incompatible  with  its  quiet  and  fafety, 
*'  it  might,  and  fometimes  ought  to,   fend  away  all 
**  of  that  feft,  with  as  little  hard(hip  as  poffible."^ 
**  A  principle  of  policy,"  obferves  a  liberal  hiftorian, 
*^  which  would  furnifh  juft  as  valid  a  pretence  for  the 
^^cxpqlfion  of  the  Morifcoes  from  Spain,  or  tl^e 
**  Hqgonots  from  France,  as  of  the  Papifts  frona 
<*  England.''     The  original  caufc  of  the  fuppofcd 
expediency  and  neceffity  of  fuch  meafures  exifts  ia 
^he  alliance  of  the  church  with  the  (late,  aiid  the 
connection  of  the  civil  power  with  a  particular  mode 
of  religious  profcffion.      The  rigour  and  feycrity 
which  didinguifh  the  meafure  adopted  in  the  cafe 
|)efQre  us,  are  moii  obvious;  and  have  fo  afFe£^ed  the 
minds  of  men  in  our  times,  that  the  legiflature  has, 
with  a  generous  unanimity,  repealed  the  AA;  and  the 
repeal  h^s  had  the  fan^Uon  of  national  approbation* 

•  Hiftory,  vol.  ir.  p.  333, 

K  a 
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Ic  may  be  remarked   as  the  opprobium  of  the 
times  in  which  this  bill  paffed,   that  there  (lands  on 
record   no  proteft   againft   it  by  any  of  the  lords  $ 
nor   againft  the  malignant   ftatute,  the  terrors  of 
which  ftill  hang  over  the  heads  of  Unitarians;  fi^om 
whofe  fentiments,  as  they  are  grounded  on  free  cnr 
quiry,  and  are  not  blended  with  any  political  intereft, 
no  danger  to  the  ftate  is  to  be  apprehended.  Neither 
of  thefe  bills,  we  may  conclude,  met  with  the  hearty 
approbation  of  the  king :  he  was  reluftantly  induced, 
by  the  influence  of  Parliament,  and  the  imagined  nc- 
cefEty  of  the  times,  to  give  his  afFent  to  them.     This 
may  be  inferred  from   his   anfwer   to  the  Scotch 
commifEoners,  when  they  tendered  to  him  an  oath, 
containing  a  claufe  about  rooting  out  herefy^  that  he 
was  not  willing  to  be  made  a  perfecutor.*^      His 
Majefty's  known  tendernefs  to  diflenters,  and  aver- 
fion  to  perfecution,   brought  on  him  the  charge  of 
intending,   by  tolerating   all   religions,  to  overturn 
the  Eftabliftied    Church.      "The  former  part  of 
this  charafter  "  argued  him  to  have  a  juft  fenfe  of 
"  the  rights  of  human  nature,  as  well  as  of  the  true 
•'  interefts  of  Britain  ;  the  latter  is  a  refleftion,  that 
•*  difcovers  at  once  the  ingratitude,  ignorance,  and 
"  bigotry  of  thofe  who  made  it.^'f 

Failing  over  the  intervening  political  occurrences, 
we  come  to  an  event  which  tended  to  revive  the 
hopes  of  the  difcontented,  and  to  alarm  the  fears  of 

*  Burnet,  p.  ^^z^  ^^^  •   Belfliam,  vol.  ii.  p.  38,  39;  Lindfey'a 
Hiflorical  View,  p.  ^05,  note. 

t  Cakmys  p.  619. 
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the  true  patriot,  while  it  wore  i  gloomy  afpeft  with 
reference  to  the  caufe  of  religious  liberty,  and  the 
fecurity  of  the  proteftant  diffcnters ;  this  was  the 
death  of  the  king  on  the  8th  of  March  1701-2:  a 
king,  to  whom  ihey  looked  as  their  glorious  cfcliverer 
from  popery  and  flavery,  to  whofe  thle  they  were 
true  and  firm  adherents,  and  in  whofe  fervice  they 
were  faithful,  '^  To  him  the  intelleftual  world  is 
**  indebted  for  the  full  freedom  of  difcuiSon,  and  the 
**  unreftrained  avowal  of  it^  (entiments  on  fubjefts  of 
*'  the  higheft  importance  and  magnitude.  To  him 
*'  Britain  owes  the  affertion  arid  the  final  eftablifh- 
*'  mentof  our  conftitutional  privileges." J 

t  Belfhamy  vol.  ii.  p.  22a. 
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SECTION  I. 

ft 

"tTie^Controvh^sy  respeeling  (lie'RigKts^  Towers, 
and  Privileges  of  Convocations. 

"  npHE  Convocation   or  ecclefiaftical   fynod  in     * 

^  England  differs/*  obfervcs  Judge  Blackftonc, 
*'  confidcrably  in  its  conftitution  from  the  fynods  of 
'*  other  Chriftian  kingdoms :  thofe  confifling  wholly 
**  of  bijhops ;  whereas,  with  us,  the  convocation  is- 
•*  the  miniature  of  a  Parliament,  wherein  the  arch- 
**  bifhop  prefides  with  regal  (late :  the  upper  houfe 
"  of  the  bifliops  reprefents  the  Houfe  of  Lords  ; 
**  and  the  lower  houfe,  compofed  of  reprefcntatives 
**  of  the  feveral  dioceses  at  large,  and  of  each  parti- 
**  cular  chapter  therein,  refcmbles  the  Houfe  of 
"  Commons,  with  its  knights  of  the  (hire,  and  bur- 
^^gelTes."*  This  conftitution  originated  in  the 
policy  and  nece(Sty  of  Edward  I.  who,  in  the  year 
1219,  when  the  knights,  citizens,  and  burgclTcs 
were  firft  fummoned  to  Parliament   by  the  royal 

^  CommentarieSy  voLLp.  aSo^-ed.  179. 
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writ,  iffaed  alio  his  writ  to  all  the  biflhops  of  Eng« 
land  to  call  together  the  dcrgy  of  their  feveral 
diocefes  at  Weftminfter,  to  give  faim  their  help  and 
couofcl.  This  was  the  firfl:  national  affembly  to 
which  the  lower  clergy  were  called  by  the  king's 
writ.  The  object  of  the  king  was  not  fo  much  to 
extend  iheir  privileges,  and  to  raife  their  importanoc 
in  the  community,  as  to  obtain  aids  from  them ;  and 
to  introduce  a  precedent  and  a  imethod  of  taxing 
eccleiiaftical  benefices  by  confent  of  convocation. 
He  accordingly  .demanded  half  the  profits  of  their 
revenue  for  one  year.* 

In  confequence   of  the  debates    and  diifentioois 
which  arofe  in  the  convocation   that  met  in  the  be- 
ginning of  King  William's  reign,  it  was  prorogued, 
a«  we  have  feen 4  for  i  o  years.  But  the  prorogations 
•wwe  condufted  with  exaftnefs  and  regularity.    With 
the  opening  of  eva-y  other  feffion  of  Parliament 
the  convocation  was  fummoned,    and  was  in  being 
with  it.     But  as  in  the  year  1 665  the  clergy   had 
yielded  up  the  right  of  giving  their  money  in  fubfi- 
dics  to  tlie  ftate  by  their  own  votes,  and  had  fubmittcd 
<lo  he  taxed  by  the  Houfe  of  Comnaons,  there  was  at 
laft  nothing  for  them  to  do  when  they  met ;  ||  for, 
notwithftanding  all  the  danger  which  threatened 
Teligion  during  the  former  reigns,  they  never  pre- 
tended sto  fit  and  act  as  a  fynod.     Under  thefe  cir- 
xumftances   they    fat  only  for  form's   fake;    the 
•meetings  were  of  courfe  adjourned  from  time  tp 

*  Warner's  Ecckfiaftical  Hiftory  of  EDgland,  vol.  i.  p.  479- 
i  Page  63.        II  Bieirneti  vol.  t.  p.  37* 
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►lime  by  the  prefidcnt,  but  always  in  a  capacity  to  be 
convened  whenever  the  exigences  of  church  or 
ftate  required  their  counfel  and  afliftance.  No  fuch 
exigence  happened  for  feveral  years-  This  exemp- 
tion from  an  unneceffary  and  expenfive  attendance, 
which  was  defigned  for  the  eafe  of  the  clergy,  by 
releafing  them  from  an  obligation  of  abfence  from 
their  cures,  became  by  degrees  a  ground  of  complaint: 
they  murmured  at  the  frequent  and  renewed  pro- 
rogations as  a  violation  of  their  conftitution ;  and 
they  caft  fevere  refleftions  on  the  Archilhop  of  Can- 
terbury in  particular,  and  on  the  epifcopal  bench, 
as  negleftful  of  the  interefts  of  the  church,  and  even 
diipofed  to  betray  them.  Thefe  difcontents  were 
privately  fomented  among  ihofe  of  the  lower  clergy 
who  were  nonjurors.  In  1 697  thefe  difputes  became 
known  to  the  world  at  large  through  the  prefs ;  and 
the  pen  being  taken  up,  the  controverfy  was  conti- 
nued in  diflFerent  and  fuccejEve  publications.  In 
thefe  circumftances,  while  the  public  mind  was  agi- 
tated, and  the  clergy,  in  particular,  were  in  no  good 
temper,  the  Tory  miniftry,  into  whofe  hands  the 
king  had  put  the  reigns  of  government,  demanded, 
at  the  very  beginning  of  their  adminiftration,  that  a 
convocation  (hould  be  permitted  to  fit.  It  was  fum- 
moned  and  met  in  the  church  of  St.  Paul's  in 
London,  on  Monday  Feb.  loth,  1700.  Thecon^ 
vocation  was  opened  with  fpeeches  full  of  fevere 
rcfleftipns  on  the  bifliops,  which,  from  an  unwilling- 
nefs  to  enter  into  difputes,  they  paffed  over  in  filence, 
and  with  a  forbearance  that  did  them  credit.     On 
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the  2ifl:  of  February,  Dr.  Hooper,  dean  of  Canter- 
bury, a  man  of  learning  and  good  conduft,  but 
refcrvcd,  crafty,  and  ambitious,  was  chofen,  pre- 
fented,  and  approved  as  prolocutor.  The  archbifhop. 
Dr.  Tennifon,  meant  and  aftually  attempted  to  pre  - 
rogue  the  convocation  on  the  25th  of  the  fame 
month ;  but  obftruftions  were  thrown  in  the  way 
of  this  meafure.  The  conflant  method  of  adjourn- 
ments bad  been  this, — the  archbiftiop  figned  a  fche- 
dule  for  that  purpofe,  by  which  the  upper  houfe 
was  immediately  adjourned ;  and  that  inftrumeni: 
being  fent  down  to  the  lower  houfe,  it  was  likewife. 
On  this  occafion  the  clergy,  aware  that  the  conti- 
nuance of  their  meetings  depended  on  the  will  and 
pleafure  of  the  archbifliop,  who  could  hinder  or 
break  off  all  debates  by  an  adjournment,  refolved  to 
conteft  this  point.  When,  therefore,  the  fchedule 
of  prorogation  was  brought  down  and  delivered  to 
the  prolocutor,  they  continued  fitting  in  defiance  of 
it,  and  proceeded  in  fome  debates,  which,  though  of 
no  moment  in  themfelves,  expreffed  their  determi- 
nation to  aft  independently  of  the  archbifliop's 
fchedule.  After  this  the  prolocutor  himfelf,  by  the 
confent  of  the  houfe,  intimated  an  adjournment,  and 
appointed  the  next  meeting  to  be  held  in  Henry 
Vllth's  chapel,  in  oppofition  to  the  fchedule;  which 
included  the  whole  body  of  the  convocation,  and  to 
prevent  feparatc  and  diftinft  meetings,  had  appointed 
it  to  aflcmble  in  thejerufalem  chamber. 

Thefc  proceedings  of  the  lower  houfe  were,  with 
reafon,  confidered  by  the  archbifliop  and  the  ma* 
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jority  of  his  fufl&agam,  as  fetting  up  a  claim  of  fcpc- 
ratc  intereft  and  power.  The  union  of  a  provincial 
fynod  was  broken,  the  good  correfpondence  between 
the  two  houfcs  was  tfcftroyed,  and  the  common 
methods  of  bufinefs  were  fruftraied.  On  February 
fiSih,  when  the  fourth  feffion  was  held,  the  prolo- 
<:utor  and  clergy,  afting  on  the  principle  of  their  laft 
adjournment,  did  not  meet  his  grace  and  the  biihc^s 
in  the  fynodical  place,  the  Jcrafakra  chamber.  This 
conduft  was  juftly  interpreted  as  a  fecond  contempt 
of  the  authority  of  the  prefident  and  of  the  obligation 
of  the  fchedule,  the  inftrument  of  continming  or 
adjourning  the  convocation. 

To  come  to  an  underftanding  on  the  points  of 
difference  between  the  two  houfes,  the  archfei&op, 
with  the  confent  of  his  epifcopal  brethren,  fern  for 
the  prolocutor,  and  put  to  him  tbefe  two  queftions. 
Firfl,  "  Whether  the  lower  houfe  did  fit  after  they 
•^  were  prorogued  by  his  grace  on  the  25th  of  Fe- 
"  bruary  ?"  Andfecondly,  "  whether  they  did  meet 
*'  that  very  morning  without  attending  in  the  Jeru- 
*'  falem  chamber,  to  which  they  were  prorogued  ?*^ 
After  fome  difcourfe  which  thcfe  queftions  brought 
oh,  the  prolocutor  faid,  "  that  the  lower  houfe  was 
*'  preparing  a  paper  to  lay  before  his  grace  and  the 
*'  upper  houfe  concerning  the  method  of  proroga- 
*'  tion  and  fome  other  matters  of  form.*'  The  arch- 
bifliop  replied  in  his  own  name  and  in  the  names  df 
his  brethren,  that  though  they  thought  fit  for  the 
prcfent  to  continue  the  ufual  praftice,  they  were 
ready  to  receive  and  confider  what  (hould  be  offered 
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by  the  clergy,  and  to  adapt  fuch  mcafurcs  upon  it 
as  &ould  appear  to  be  jud  and  riglft.  As  an  inftancc 
of  a  conciliating  temper,  it  was  immediately  added  in 
the  fcheduie  of  that  day,  to  preclude  ambiguity  and 
dtfpiite,  after  in  bunc  locunij  "  vulgo  vocat:  Jerusalem 
**  chamber.^*  The  lower  houfe  fubmitted^to  this 
with  zfalvojure;  and  on  the  next  feffion,  the  6th  of 
March,  agreeably  to  the  definite  form  of  the  lafi: 
fcheduie,  gave  their  attendance  in  the  Jerufalem 
chamber.  On  being  foon  difmiffed,  they  returned 
to  their  own  houfe,  and  prepared  a  report  from  the 
committee,  which  had  been  appointed  to  fearch  the 
records  of  the  convocation  for  direftions  relative 
to  the  prorogations  of  their  houfe  j  which  in  a  little 
rime  they  carried  up  to  the  upper  houfe. 

In  this  paper  they  afferted  that  it  bad  been  the 
ufage  of  the  lower  houfe  to  continue  its  fittings  till 
adjourned  or  prorogued  by  the  prolocutor  or  his 
deputy,  and  not  always  to  adjourn  on  the  fame  day 
tvith  the  upper  houfe.  They  alfo  alleged,  on  the 
authority  of  fome  precedents,  that  it  had  been  the 
common  pra£^ice  of  their  houfe,  when  the  upper 
houfe  was  adjourned  by  the  words  in  hunc  locunij  to 
ineet  apart  in  the  particular  place  where  they  had  fat 
laft,  ditlinftly  from  their  lordlhips ;  even  when  the 
upper  houfe  had  been  adjourned  to  a  place  particu- 
larly fpecified  by  name,  as  St.  Paul's,  or  Lambeth* 
They  further  pleaded  that  they  found  no  evidence  to 
prove  that  it  had  ever  been  the  pra£tice  of  the  lower 
to  attend  the  upper  houfe  before  the  former  had 
met  and  fat  according  to  its  own  adjournment }  but 
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when  It  had  firft  met  and  fat,  they  then,  at  their  own 
motion,  or  by  a  fpecial  meffage,  attended  the 
biftiops  on  bufinefs. 

'  This  paper  was  entitled  "  a  Report  of  the  Com- 
**  mittee,'*  and  did  not  run,  as  it  (hoold  have  done, 
m  the  name  of  the  **houfe;**  bwt  the  archbifhop, 
without  taking  any  advantage  of  this  informality, 
direfted  it  to  be  read,  and  then  referred  the  exa- 
mination of  it  to  a  committee  of  the  bifhops  ;  who 
drew  up  a  copious  reply  to  it,  in  which  all  their 
precedents  were  examined   and  anfwered* 

In  the  mean  time  the  archbifhop  delivered  to  the 
prolocutor  the  form  of  an  "  humble  Addrefs  to  his 
•*  Majefly,"  for  the  confent  and  concurrence  of  the 
lower  houfe;  which  was  given,  with  one  alteratioa 
only,  by  the  fubftitution  of  the  phrafe  "  reformed 
^  churches*'  inftead  of  "  reformed  religion/*  It 
thanked  his  Majefty  for  his  conftant  proteflion  and 
favour  to  the  Church  of  England*  It  acknowledged 
bis  pious  concern  for  the  reformed  churches  in 
general;  and  it  expreffed  an  affurance  of  ftedfaft 
fidelity  and  afFeftion,  and  a  readinefs  to  maintain  the 
fupremacy  of  the  king,  as  fettled  by  law.  This 
addrefs  was  prefented  on  the  loth  of  March  to  his 
Majefty;  who  accompanied  his  gracious  reception 
of  it,  and  his  thanks  for  the  promifes  which  it  con- 
tained, with  an  affurance,  that  he  would  never  extend 
his  fupremacy  beyond  the  law. 

The  lower  houfe  fat  for  fome  time  in  deliberations 
on  a  reply  to  the  anfwer  of  the  bifliops ;  but  inftead 
of  proceeding  in  it,   they  dcfired  a  free  conference^ 
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This  was  refufed  by  the  bifliops,  as  a  ftep  altogether 
new;  for  though  the  clergy  had,  on  fome  occafiuns, 
and  to  explain  fome  point,  been  invited  to  a  confer- 
ence with  the  bifliops,  they  had  never  before  pre- 
fumed  to  propofe  and  to  defire  it  of  themfdves.  It 
was  refolved,^  therefore,  not  to  admit  a  conference; 
but  to  require  an  anfwer  to  the  paper  which  had 
been  fent  to  them.  The  lower  houfe.  on  the  other 
hand,  refufed  to  comply  with  this  rcquifiiion,  and 
refolvednot  to  notice  the  archbifliop's  adjournment, 
except  in  adjourning  themfelves  on  the  day  appointed 
in  his  fchedule,  but  by  their  own  aft,  and  to  inter* 
mediate  days. 

While  thefe  difagreements  concerning  their  refpec- 
tive  prerogatives  and  privileges  exifted  between  the 
two  houfes  of  convocation,  the  lower  houfe  ftcpt 
forward  in  an  unufual  manner  to  exercife  authority, 
and  difplay  their  zeal  in  religion.  They  colleflcd 
and  examined  feveral  books,  in  which  the  received 
principles  of  the  church,  which  bad  the  name  of 
orthodox,  were  impugned  and  controverted.  They 
noted  down  the  obnoxious  palTages,  which  they 
cenfured  as  erroneous ;  and  wanted  nothing  but  the 
king's  leave  to  fanftion  their  cen lures,  and  to  intro- 
duce new  canons  into  the  church.  They  began  with 
atreatife,  which  had  beenpubliftied  in  1696,  entitled, 
**  Chriftianity  not  myfterious,*'  by  Mr.  John  Toland; 
a  work  which  excited  much  attention,  created  an 
alarm,  and  expofed  the  author  to  the  blind  and  unre- 
lenting malice  of  bigots  in  power.  On  the  20th  of 
^arcb,  the  prolocutor  carried  up  to  the  upper  houfe 
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a  rcprefentation  of  this  book,  on  the  ground  of  fomfe 
propofuions  injudicioufly  felefted  from  it,  as  a 
treaiife  of  pernicious  principles,  and  of  dangerous 
confcquence ;  and  they  requefted  their  lordfliips  to 
concur  in  the  cenfures  and  refolutions  which  they 
had  paffcd  in  reference  to  it ;  and  to  adopt  efFcflua! 
meafures  to  fupprefs  fuch  publications.  The  bifhops, 
though  they  held  Toland  and  his  work  in  equal 
abhorrence  with  the  clergy,  confidered  this  forward* 
ncfs  and  aftivity  of  the  lower  houfe  to  judge  and 
decide  in  points  of  faith,  as  ftriking  direftly  at  epi£r 
copal  authority.  They  were  furprifed  to  fee  flich 
important  afts  of  church  government  alTumed  by 
men  who  had  long  afferced  the  divine  right  of  cpiC. 
copacy,  and  had  maintained  that  prefbytcrs  were  no 
more  than  their  affiftants  and  council.  They  were 
alfo  jealous  of  the  credit,  which  it  appeared  to  be 
the  aim  of  the  clergy  to  fecurc  to  themfelves,  by 
this  (hew  of  zeal  for  the  great  articles  of  religion. 
Under  thefe  impreffions  the  biftiops  demurred  on  the 
propofals  of  the  lower  houfe ;  and  determined  to  take 
th«  opinion  of  council,  how  far  the  Aft  of  Submifr 
fion,t  in  the  25th  of  Henry  VIII.  rcftrained  them. 

t  By  the  A£t  of  Submidion,  which  originated  in  convocation, 
U;nd  which,  at  the  requeft  of  the  clergy,  had  been  confirmed  in 
Parliament,  they  acknowledged, "  that  all  convocations  ought  to  be 
^'aflembled  by  the  king's  v/rit;  and  proniiled,  in  verho  Jacerdotiij 
♦*  that  they  'would  never  make  n5r  execute  any  new  canons  or  con- 
**  ftitutions  without  the  royal  alFent ;  and  fince  many  canons  had 
**  been  received  that  were  found  prtjudicial  to  thejcing's  prerogative, 
**  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  land,  and  heavy  10  the  fubje^ts,  that 
**  therefore  there  fhould  be  a  committee  of  3  a  perlbns,  16  of  the 
f*  two  HpMies  of  Parliaipen^  an<f  as  nyiny  of  tbe  clergy,  to  be  named 
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Od  the  cafe  being  fubmitted  to  the  judgment  of  the 
lawyers,  forae  were  afraid,  and  others  were  unwilling, 
to  give  a  decided  opinion.  But  Sir  Edw*  Nonhejr, 
afterwards  the  attorney-general,  thought  that  to 
condemn  books  was  a  ftep  of  great  confequence,  as 
it  might,  by  cenfuring  fome  explanations  and  allow- 
ing others,  aflfeft  and  alter  the  doftrine  of  the 
church;  and  that  the  convocation,  fince  it  had  no 
licenfe  from  the  king,  would  incur  the  pains  in  the 
ftatute  by  intermeddling  in  fuch  matters*  The  biflaops, 
direfted  by  this  advice,  fufpended  all  further  debate 
on  this  bufinefs. 

Another  publication,  which  came  under  their 
examination,  and  incurred  their  cenfure,  was  Bifhop 
Burnet's  *'  Expofition  of  the  Articles/'  "  They 
**  fell  upon  it,"  fays  a  modern  writer,  *^  with  the 
♦'  utmoft  fury,  as  a  performance  full  of  fcandal  to  the 
**  church,  and  dangerous  to  religion." J  They 
were  much  prejudiced  and  highly  inceufed  againft 
the  author;  and  this  gave  an  unavoidable  bias  to  their 
judgment  in  reviewing  his  work.  In  imitation  of  the 
impeachments  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  they  ex« 
prcffed  their  cenfure  of  this  book  in  three  general 
charges :  That  it  allowed  a  diverfity  of  opinions, 
which  the  articles  were  framed  to  avoid :  That  it 
contained  many.paffages  contrary  to  the  true  mean- 
ing of  the  articles,  and  to  other  received  doftrines  of 

"  by  the  king,  who  fhould  have  full  power  to  revife  the  old  canons, 
«  and  to  abrogatet  confirm,  or  alter  them,  as^they  found  expedient, 
"  the  king's  aflent  being  obtained."— NeaFs  Hilt.  Puritans,  vol.  i, 
p.  14.  ed.  1793;  or  Parfoos's  Abridgement  of  Neal,  vol.  i.  p.  a, 

t  Archdeacon  Blackburne's  Works,  vol.  v.  p.  174* 
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tlie  church:  and  That  fomc  pofitions  in  it  were  of 
dangerous  confequence  to  the  church  as  by  law 
eftabliflied,  and  derogatory  from  the  honour  of  the 
Reformation. 

This  paper  of  complaints  having  been  read  aud 
taken  into  confideration  by  the  bifhops,  the  prefidcnt 
obferved  to  the  prolocutor,  that  it  contained  genera! 
affertions  only,  without  prodfs.  He  required  in  the 
name  of  the  biftiops  that  the  lower  houfe  (hould 
fend  up  the  fpecialties  or  particulars  on  which  their 
charges  were  founded.  The  prolocutor,  and  the 
members  who  attended  him,  returned  to  the  lower 
houfe,  and  it  was  fuppofed  that  the  clergy  were  pre- 
paring their  particular  charges  againft  the  Bifliop  of 
Sarum*s  work.  After  waiting  fome  time,  a  proper 
oflScer,  Mr.  Tillot,  was  fent  to  enquire  of  the  prolo- 
cutor, whether  any  propofitions  relative  to  particular 
pafTages  in  it  were  in  readinefs  to  be  prefented  to 
the  archbifliop  and  bifliops.  The  meffenger  foon 
came  back  with  the  following  abrupt  anfwer :  "  This 
**  houfe  defires  Mr.  Tillot  to  return  their  lordfhips 
**  their  humble  thanks  for  their  meflage ;  and  to  tell 
**  them,  that  this  houfe  is  preparing  bufmefs,  but  are 
^*  not  yet  ready  with  it.^'  It  was  never  learned  what 
were  the  particulars  to  which  the  general  heads 
of  cenfure  referred.  **  It  was/'  fays  Burnet,  "  a 
**  fccret  lodged  in  confiding  hands."  It  fhould  be 
mentioned  to  the  honour  of  this  prelate,  that  fo  fa» 
from  evading  an  examination  of  his  book,  he  begged 
the  archbifliop  to  difpenfe  with  the  order  againft 
furihei^  communications  on  the  fubjeA. 
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.   On  receiving  the  mcffagc  delivered  by  Mr.  Tillot'j 
the  archbiihop  and  bifhops,  in  a  committee,  came 
f  o  a  declaration  of  their  judgment  on  the  fteps  taken 
in  this  matter  by  the  lower  houfe.     They  delivered 
it  as  their  decifion,  "  That  the  lower  houfe  had  na. 
*' power,  judicially,  to  ccnfurc  any  book:  That  they 
**  ought  not  to  have  entered  upon  the  examination 
•*  of  a  book  written  by  a  bifliop  of  the  church,  with. 
•*otit  firft  acquainting  the  prefident  and  bifliops 
•*with  their  defignj    That  cenfuring  the  work  of 
•*the  Bifhop  of  Sarum  in  general  terms,  without 
**  alleging  the  particular  paffages  on  which  the  cen* 
•*  fure  was  grounded,  was  defamatory  and  fcandalousi 
That  the  BiQiop    of    Sarum^  by  his  excellent 
Hiftory  of  the  Reformation,  approved  by  both 
houfes   of  Parliament,   and  by  other  writings, 
^*  had  done  great  fervices  to  the  Church  of  England, 
and  had  jnftly  deferved  the  thanks  of  their  houfe: 
And  that  though  private  perfons  may  expound  the 
'*  articles  of  the  church,  yet  it  could  not  be  ptoper 
"  for  the  convocation,   at   that  time,   to  approve, 
**  much  lefs  to  condemn,  fuch  private  expolitions.*' 
By  thcfe  decifions  of  the  upper  houfe  the  lower  viras 
reftrained  from  proceeding,  in  their  corporate  capa- 
city, to  thofe  extremities   to  which  they  ihewcd  a 
a  ftrong  inclination.     The  tafk  of  animadverting  on 
the  Bifliop  of  Sarum*s  treatifc   was  affigncd  to  an 
individuiil,   generally  fuppofed  to   be  Dr.  Binckes, 
who  they  bad  good  reafon  to  believe  would  make 
the  mod  of  it  to  the  public ;  and  who,  in  the  name 
of  his  brethren,  publiflied,  in  1702,  "A  prefatory 

I. 
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Difcourfe  to  an  examination  of  a  late  book,  entituled. 
An  Expofition  of  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  of  the 
Church  of  England,  by  Gilbert  bifhop  of  Sarum/* 
In  which  difcourfe  he  is  faid  to  have  purfued  the 
expofition  with  fuflfcient  fpleen;* 

Pirevioufly  to  the  30th  of  May,  when  the  prolo- 
cutor of  the  lower  houfe  firft  laid  before  the  upper 
houfe  the   reprefentation  of  their  fenfe  upon  the 
Biihop  of  Sarum's  '*  Expofition  of  the  Thirty-nine 
*^  Articles,"  the  archbiihop  and  the  bilhops   had 
propofed  that/ a  committee,  confiH^ing  of  a  feleA 
number  from  the  upper  houfe  and  aa  equal  number 
from  the  lower  hQufe>  ihould  meei  and  confuir,  in 
order  to  an  amicable  adjuftment  of  the  points  in 
difpute  between  them.     But  the.  lower  houfe  de- 
clined coming  into  any  fuch  agreement.    On  which 
his  grace  and  tneir  lordihips  declared,   that  they 
would  receive  nothing  from  the  lower  houfe  till  the 
irregularities  wnich  attended  its  proceedings  were 
fettled.     When,  therefore,  the  document  in  which 
they  criminated  the  publication  of  the  Biihop  of 
Sarum  was  prefented,  the  arcbbifliop  read  to   the 
prolocutor  and  his  attendants  a  paper  drawn  up  by 
the  confent  of  the  bifliops,  and  fan£lioned  by  their 
approbation,  declaring  "  that  they  could  not  receive 
"  any  thing  offered  from  the  lower  houfe,  till  the 
**  late  irregularity  of  refufing  to  meet  the  committee 
**  of  the  bifhops,   for  infpe£ting  the  books  of  the 
**  convocatron,  was  fct  right.'*     A  copy  of  this  paper 
.  was,   at   his  defire,   prefented'  to    the   prolocutor. 

*  Blackburn  ut  fapra* 
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OvL  this,  he  and  chofe  y^hd  accompanied  him,  went  to 
the  Idwer  houfe;  and  ttiutrntig  Within  a  few  minutesr 
waited  in  the  chamber  adjoining  to  the  Jcrufalcm 
chamber.  Here  they  Weffe  met  by  Humphrey  bifliop 
of  Bangor,  who,  by  the  direftion  of  the  archhifliop, 
alked  the  prolocutor,  *•  whether  the  nieffage  he  was ' 
**  now  charged  with,  was  to  fet  the  irregularity  com* 
^*  plainfed  of  right?**  The  bi(hop,  returning  to  the 
houfe,'  reported  that  at  firft  the  prolocutor  replied, 
**  that  it  Was  fomething  in  order  to  fet  that  irregula- 
**  rity  right;'*  but  then,  a:s  if  recollefting  himfdf, 
he  faid,  *'  it  was  concerning  that  irregularity.**  On 
this  the  prolocutor  and  hi^  attendants  Were  called  in ; 
and  hid  grace  exprefled  the  readinefs  of  the  houfe  to 
teceive  any  propofal  that  tended  to  fet  right  the 
irregularity  of  which  it  had  complained.  The  pro^ 
locutor  replied^  it  was  fomething  coneeniing  it;  and 
then  read  to  them  thefe  words  :  **  The  paper  that 
**  the  lower  houfe  olrdered  the  prolocutor  to  prefent 
^^  to  your  grace  and  their  lordihips^  was  their  humble 
reprefentation  concerning  a  book,  entitled,  ^  An 

*  Expofition  of  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  of  the 

*  Church  of  England,*  and  hath  no  relation  to  the 
fuppofed  irregularity  your  grace  and  your  lord- 
(hips  think  fit  to  complain  of:  of  that  we  are  ready 
to  give  your  lordfliips  fatisfaftion,  when  thereunto 

^^  csllled;  and  in  the  mean  time  moft  humbly  requeft: 
^^  that  your  grace  and  your  lordfliips  will  be  pleafed 
"  to  receive  the  faid  paper.**  '    . 

The  manner  in  which  this  paper  was  introduced 
and  prefented,  excited  the  furprize  of  the  archbilhop 
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atid  the  bifhops  at  the  conduft  of  the  prolocutor^ 
The  Bifhop  of  Bangor  in  particular  entered  a  com- 
plaint againft  it,  in  a  writing  iigned  by  his  own 
handy  and  charged  him  with  prevarication ;  for 
when  the  bifhop  had  put  the  queftion  to  him,  whether 
the  meflage  he  had  to  bring  in  was  to  fet  right  the 
irregularity,  of  which  the  upper  houfe  complained, 
he  replied,  firft,  that  "  it  was  fomething  to  fet  that 
*«  irregularity  right  j"  then  he  faid,  "  it  was  con- 
•^  cerning  that  irregularity ;"  and  at  laft  it  appeared 
that  the  meflage  he  brought  concerned  wholly 
another  matter. 

When  the  archbifliop  and  bifliops  declared  theit 
judgment  on  the  proceedings  of  the  lower  houfe 
againft  the  work  of  Bi(hop  Burnet,  which  was  on 
the  13th  June  — — ,  they  took  a  decided  part  with 
theBiftiop  of  Bangor  in  the  altercation  between  him 
and  the  prolocutor,  by  a  declaration  that  he  haA 
made  a  true  and  juft  report  of  the  prolocutor*® 
.  anfwer  at  the  door  of  the  hoofe,  which  correfpondcd 
in  effeft  with  the  anfwer  which  he  made  in  the 
houfe  to  the  archbifhop  ;  that  the  paper  which  he 
read,  relative  folely  to  the  Bifhop  of  Sarum,  had  no 
reference  to  the  irregularity  complained  of ;  and  that 
the  prolocutor's  anfwer  was  fuch  as  by  no  means 
ought  to  have  been  given  by  him  to  the  archbifhop,  or 
any  member  of  the  houfe.  On  the  fame  day  they 
paffcd  a  vote  of  approbation  on  Dr.  Verney  and  other 
difTentients  from  the  majority  in  the  lower  houfe, 
for  having  afted,  in  their  opinion^^o  the  diftates  of 
right  and  duty  }   and  as  defer? iog  the  prote£^ion  of 
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the  upper  houfe  in  maintaining  the  jufl:  rights  of 
convocation.  The  prolocutor  and  fome  members  of 
the  lower  houfe  incurred  their  cenfure,  for  having 
violated  the  methods  of  proceeding  in  convocation, 
endangered  the  conflitution  of  the  church,  and 
been  guilty  of  manifeft  difobedience  and  contempt.* 

All  the  biCbops,  except  the  bifhops  of  London, 
Rochefter  and  Exeter,  concurred  in  thefe  pro- 
ceedings. Dr.  Compton,  who  filled  the  fee  of 
London,  had  for  fcveral  years  united  himfelf  to  the 
Tories  ;  and  though  with  little  authority  or  force, 
had  oppofed  the  court  in  every  thing.  His  hopes 
of  being  advanced  to  the  fee  of  Canterbury  had 
alfo  been  twice  difappoinicd.  Dr.  Spratt,  who 
prefided  over  the  diocefe  of  Rochefter,  had  en- 
tered deeply  into  the  mcafures  of  the  former  reigns  j 
and  during  this  he  adhered  to  his  party  with  firm- 
nefs,  though  the  irregularities  of  his  life  did  it  no 
honour.  Sir  Jonathon  Treiawney,  at  that  time  the 
bifhop  of  Exeter,  was  the  avowed  patron  and  de- 
fender of  the  fynodical  rights  of  the  dcrgy.§  Thefe 
bi(hops  entered  their  diffent  to  the  refoluiions  of  the 
upper  houfe  j  yet,  though  they  adhered  to  the  jower 
houfe,  they  conferred  no  great  reputation  on  its 
proceedings.  Ij 

While  the  lower  houfe  declined,  amidft  thefe  al- 
tercations, acceding  to  the  propofal  from^  the  upper 

*  Buraeti  vol.  v.  p.  4o»  4Xy  4a.     Caiamy^  yoI.  i.  p.  607 — S^ 
Archbiihop  Teonifon'slifey  p.  jf^^^u 

$  Atterbury's  Sermons^  dedication^  p.  a. 

(1  Ppvnet|Tol.Y.  p.4a..¥ol.ir  a 
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houfe,  that  the  points  in  difpjatc  between  them 
ihould  be  referred  to  a  committee,  formed  of  a  feledjt 
and  equal  number  from  each,  they  did  not  treat  the 
propoial  with  entire  negled  ;  but  on  June  (Stb,  ddi« 
yered  in  a  paper^  in  which  they  gave  their  reafon  for 
not  meeting  the  committee  of  the  biibops,  ThcjC 
intimated  that  they  were  a  diftind  boufe,  and 
claimed  a  liberty  to  admit  or  decline  at  their  owxi 
difcretion  the  appointment  of  committees ;  and  that 
they  could  fee  np  ground  for  fuch  a  cpiJimittcc- 
They  pleaded,  that  the  bi/hops  had  no  regular  way 
of  becoming  acquainted  with  the  tranfaftioqs  of 
their  houfe,  but  as  they  were  laid  before  them  j 
and  that  if  the  infpe£lion  of  their  journal  w^s  de- 
manded as  a  right,  they  might  reaibnably  infift  oi) 
jheir  liberty :  That  before  the  upper  houfe  required 
the  infpeftion  of  their  prcfent  proceedings,  they 
had  reafon  to  expeft  from  their  lordfbips  to  be  ppt 
in  poflefBon  of  the  journals  of  the  lower  houfe 
for  the  years  1586,  1640,  i66i,  &c.  which  of 
fight  belonged  to  them.  They  cpraplaiqcd  thaf 
they  were  difcouraged  by  the  declaration,  that  what 
they  had  done  was  of  dangerous  cojifequenqe  ;  and 
liiat  their  lordfliipsf  fentence,  cutting  off  all  inter- 
courfe  between  the  two  houfes  was  not  only  over 
fevere,  beyond  the  occafion,  but  that  for  the 
prefent  it  deftroyed  the  whole  defigp  apd  very 
j)eing  of  a  convocation. 

This  paper  was  referred  to  the  examination  of 
a  committee  of  bi(hops«  who  drew  up  a  full  and 
explicit  anfwer  to  it.    In  this  anfwer  they  remon- 
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ftratcd,  that  it  would  have  been  becoming  in  the 
lower  houfe  to  have  acknowledged  the  patience 
and  tendernefs  of  the  upper  houfe.  They  dated, 
that  on  fearching  for  precedents,  they  found  that 
they  had  a  right  to  appoint  committees ;  and  that  it 
had  been  the  uniform  practice  of  the  lower  houfe  to 
comply  with  fuch  appointments.  They  complained, 
that  the  lower  houfe,  by  fhcir  refufal,  had  difobeyed 
the  authority  of  the  preiident  and  bifliops,  and  de« 
ftroyed  the  intercourfe  between  the  two  hou&s; 
and  for  this  conduft  they  might  have  been  proceeded 
againd  by  canonical  admonitions  and  cenfures, 
which  had  hitherto  been  forborne ;  but  that  till 
they  returned  to  their  duty,  bufinefs  could  not  pro-^ 
ceed.  The  lower  houfe,  it  was  urged,  in  the  reafons 
which  they  had  offered  for  their  judification,  had 
evidently  midaken  both  right  and  faft.  They  had 
affumed  to  themfelves  to  be  an  independent  body ; 
when  the  whole  convocation  was  but  one  body,  of 
which  the  archbifliop  was  the  head;  and  both 
houfes  had  always  been  continued  or  prorogued  by 
one  indrument  or  z&.  Their  aim  in  the  motion 
to  have  the  books  infpeded,  it  was  pleaded,  was  to 
prevent  midakes,  and  to  take  away  all  occafion  of 
difputes  and  controverfies  between  the  two  houfes. 
The  complaint  of  wanting  former  journals,  as  if  the 
lower  houfe  had  a  right  to  keep  them,  if  they  knew 
where,  was  cenfured  as  very  unreafonabic  and  unjuft; 
for  it  was  pleaded,  that  the  regiders  and  aAs 
of  both  houfes  belonged  to  the  archbifliop;  and  tha( 
the  ancient  regiders  were  depofitp4  in  tbc  llbrvj 
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at  Lambeth,  where  any  perfons  might  have  free 
accefs  to  them.  It  was  aifo  faid,  that  if  the  lower 
houfe  had  met  the  bifliops,  they  might  have  con*' 
vinced  them,  that  adjourning  themfelves  and  other 
tranfadions  were  at  once  illegal,  and  of  dangerous 
confequence.  It  was  therefore  recommended  to 
them  to  confider  of  their  irregularities.* 

In  thefei&on  of  June  20,  the  prolocutor,  accom** 
panied  by  the  greateft  part  of  the  lower  houfe,  ap- 
peared after  pniyers,  holding  in  his  hand  two  diftinft 
papers,  and  offering  to  deliver  both.  On  which 
the  prefidcnt  addreffed  him  to  this  effeft  :  "  That 
**  he  could  receive  no  paper  from  him,  but  that 
**  which  contained  the  particularities  of  the  general 
**  charge  againft  the  Bifhop  of  Sarum ;  which,  at  the 
^*  requefl:  of  the  faid  bi(hop,  he  was  then  ready  to 
**  receive."  To  this  the  prolocutor  replied,  *^  That 
**  he  had  two  papers  in  his  hand  ready  to  prefcnt  to 
**  his  grace  and  the  reft  of  the  bi(hops  then  prefent, 
**  if  his  grace  would  receive  them ;  but  without  the 
*^  direction  of  the  lower  houfe,  he  could  not  prefent 
**  one  feparately  from  the  other ;  and  that  therefore 
**  he  would  return  and  take  the  opinion  of  the 
**  houfe/'  But  he  never  came  back  with  that  opi- 
nion. The  convocation  was  prorogued  by  roj^ 
writ,  firft  to  Auguft  the  7ih,  then  to  September  the 
18th ;  and  foon  the  Parliament  was  diffolved,  and 
the  convocation  vrith  it.  **  From  the  fire  thus 
**  raifed  in  convocation,  a  great  heat,**  fays  Bifhop 
Burnet,  ^*  was  fpread  throughout  the  whole  ckrgy 

*  Cahmy,  to!,  i.  p.  606,  607. 
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**  of  the  kingdom  ;  it  alienated  them  from  their^ 
**  bifliops,  and  raifed  fadlions  among  them  every 
**  where."* 

A  new  convocation  of  the  province  of  Canterbu^J^ 
was  fummoned  to  meet  at  the  fame  time  with  the 
Parliament,  on  30th  December  1701 ;  Dr.  Sher* 
lock,  dean  of  St.  PauPs,  opened  it,  in  that  church, 
with  folemn  prayers,  and  a  fcrmon  in  Latin.  Dn 
Woodward, I  dean  of  Sarum,  a  civilian,  grown  popu- 
lar by  oppofing  his  diocefan,  to  whom  he  owed  hit 
preferment,  was  elefted  prolocutor,  in  preference 
to  the  learned  Dr;  Beveridge,  the  archdeacon  of 
Colcheftcr,  by  a  majority,  and  confirmed  by 
the  archbidop. 

Unanimity  prevailed  at  firft  between  the  bilhops 
and  the  clergy  j  and  both  houfes  readily  concurred 
in  the  firft  fynodical  aft,  which  was  addreffing  the 
king.  The  addrcfs  expreffed,  with  one  feeling, 
their  deep  refentment  of  the  indignity  offered  to  his 
Majefty  by  the  French  King,  in  declaring  the  prc^ 
tended  Prince  of  Wales  to  be  the  king  of  his  Mad- 
jefty's  realms  and  dominions ;  againft  whom,  whilft 
they  renewed  their  proteftations  of  firm  and  unfhaken 
allegiance,  they  affured  him  of  their  beft  endeavours 
to  maintain,  in  their  refpeAive  places  and  ftations, 
his  rightful  title  to  the  crown,  and  the  fucceilion  to 
it  in  the  protcftant  line. 

But  thefe  aufpicious  omens  of  union  did  not  lal^. 
The  fadion  raifed  in  the  lower  houfe  had  ftill  the 
majority  i  and  fix  days  after  the  addrefs  had  heea 

*  Burnet,  vol.  y.  p.  4a* 
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prefented  to  the  king  at  Kenfington,  a  queftion  arofe 
concerning  the  right  of  adjournment,  whether  it  was 
vetted  in  the  archbifhop  alone,  or  whether  the 
iDwer  houfe  had  the  power  to  adjourn  itfelf.  This 
qoeflion  revived  and  widened  the  differences  between 
the  two  boufes«  A  difference  of  opinion  on  this 
point  had  in  every  feflion  led  to  difputes,  but 
(hey  had  been  managed  with  peace  and  order ;  and 
the  houfe,  whatever  notions  of  independency  had 
been  advanced  by  a  few  individual  members,  had 
hitherto  fo  adapted  the  entries  in  their  journal,  that 
all  unanimoofly  met  upon  the  fynodical  days  ani 
hours  appointed  by  the*  archbiihop  in  his  fchedules 
of  prorogation.  But  on  January  the  28th,  1702,  a 
member  of  the  lower  houfe  unhappily  moved  to 
change  the  form  of  entry  in  their  minutes,  and  to 
ufe  the  phrafe  domhus  prolocutor  continuavit  ei 
prorogavit  qtwad  banc  domum*  The  motion  was 
carried ;  and  by  this  form  the  prolocutor,  indead 
of  intimating  that  the  houfe  was  continued  or 
pirorpgued,  adjourned  or  continued  its  meetings  in 
faiS'Own  name. 

In  the  next  fcffions,  on  February. the  3d,  feveral 
members  objefled  to  this  entry :  but j  by  the  votes  of 
,a  majority,  it  was  refolved,  "th;t  there  ihould 
*'  be  no  alteration,  and  that  the  matter  fliould  not 
**  then  be  further  debated.'*  The  houfe  was  about 
to  proceed  to  otl^er  bufinefs,  when  the  fchedule  of 
prorogation  came  down  fromi  the  upper  houfe. 
rUpon  which  a  member  moved,  *'  that  the  meffage 
'*  which  he  obfcryed  had  bpen  delivered  to  the  pro- 
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f  •  locator,  fliould  be  jpommuiiicated  to   the  houfe, 
*f  which  he  thought  they  had  a  right  to  infift  on.*' 
This  \yas  opppfcd  by  the  majority  j  and  they  pro* 
/cceded  to  appoiat  a  coraraitree  of  grievances.   After 
this  the  prolocutor  adjourned,  as  by  the  authority 
of  the  houfe.      Againft  this  adjournment  the^^{& 
fentjent  nfembers  made  a  yerbal  proteft,  declaring, 
**  that  the  Houfe  had  no  pretence  of  right  to  adi^ 
**  joura   itfelf,  whep  the  fchcdule  from  ihie  arcti- 
5*  biflipp  interpofes  ^o  prorogue  the  whole  convot 
f^  cation  j  and  that  therefore  they  protcftcd^  againft 
f^  the  irregular  way  of  adjourning 'adopted  at  thai 
V  time.*-      This  yerbal  proteftatipn  was  put   into 
writing  bjefore  the  next  meeting    on  the  9th  of 
February,  ]i»henDr,  Freeman,  dean  of  Peterborough^ 
moved,  ^'  that  the  prpteftation  fhould  be  admitted 
*^  and  entered  into  the  journal  of  the  houfe,  as  a 
*f  {landing  evidence  pf  their  aiTerting  the  juft  rights 
and   authority   pf   their  metropolitan    as    their 
preiident."     This  was  oppofed  by  a  majority; 
and  matters  would  have  been  carried  to  a  great 
height,  had  not  a  queftion  propofed  by  Dr.  Beve- 
ridge  prepared  the  way  for  fome  cpnciliatory  con- 
ceilions  on  a  future  day. 

The  queftion  put  by  Dr.  Beyeridgc  tvas,  ^^  Whc** 
^^  ther,  upon  fuppofition  that  the  houfe  ma^  fit 
^^  upon  fynodical  bullnefs  after  the  coming  down  of 
**  the  fpheduje,  tijl  they  think  their  bufincfs  Qver^ 
^'  the  houfe  would  agree  that  the  fchedule  fhould 
**  be  then  executed,  and  the  hpufc  prorogued 
^^  to  the  day  and  l)Qur  therein  Specified  by  viitoe 
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«*  of  the  faid  fchcdudc,  and  in  obedience  to  the 
*^  authority  whereby  the  whole  convocation  was 
**  prorogued,*'  To  evade  a  reply  to  this  quef- 
**  tion,  it  was,  after  fome  debates,  agreed  to 
appoint  a  committee  to  confider  of  an  expedient 
to  compofe  the  difputes  about  the  prorogation  of  the 
lower  houfe.  Eight  'members  were  chofen  on  each 
fide  for  this  purpofe.  On  that  of  the  lower  houfe, 
Dn  Hooper,  Dr.  Jane,  Dr.  Aldrich,  Dr.  Binckes, 
Mn  Needham,  and  Dr.  Wynne:  on  that  of  the 
upper  houfe,  Dn  Beveridge,  Dr.  Hayley,  Dr, 
Willis,  Dr.  Kennet,  Dr.  Prideaux,  and  Mr. 
Lloyd.  This  committee  met  on  February  i  oth : 
and  it  was  agreed  for  the  fake  of  accommodation, 
firft,  **  that  no  forms  of  prorogation  (hould  be 
**  ufed  hereafter  by  the  prolocutor,  that  were  not 
ufed  before  the  laft  convocation  :  fecondly,  that 
the  forms  ufed  by  the  prolocutor  in  the  convocj^- 
"  tion  of  1586  and  1588,  fliould  be  hereafter  ufed 
**  by  the  prolocutor,  in  the  order  in  which  they  lie 
fV  in  the  books,  beginning  with  the  firft,  till  they 
**  they  are  all  gone  through  :  and  thirdly,  that  thefe 
*'  forms  fliould  be  pronounced  by  the  prolocutor, 
"  when  the  houfe  agreed  that  their  bufinefs 
*'  was  over." 

After  this,  fome  boafted  of  the  advantage  gained 
on  the  fide  of  the  convocation,  and  declared  that  the 
caufe  of  the  archbifhop  had  been  given  up  by  his 
friends ;  and  they  excluded  the  fchedule  from  any 
concern  in  the  adjournment.  To  obviate  this  con* 
ffaruAion,  others  prepared  a  paper  in  time  for  the 
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next  fei&ons  ;  to  declare  ^'  that  they  underftood 
the  latter  part  of  the  agreement  aforefaid,  with  an 
exception  of  any  cafe  when  the  prefidcnt  fhould 
**  fee  caufe  to  fend  an  order  with  the  fchedule, 
**  fignifying  the  exprefs  time  of  intimating  the  pro- 
"  rogation  upon  that  day,  Otherwife^  if  it  wee 
pretended  to  mean  that  the  authority  of  the 
archbiihop,  or  any  order  fent  from  the  upper 
**  houfe,  was  thereby  excluded  or  diminiflied  ;  they 
then  folemnly  protefted  againft  any  fuch  meaning 
or  intended  meaning/*  The  right  members  alfo 
drew  up  a  declaration  of  the  fenfe  in  which  they 
underftood  the  articles  of  agreeinent ;  and  among 
other  things,  they  alleged  their  refufal  to  confent  ts 
an  alteration  that  was  offered  on  the  third  article^ 
viz.  *'  that  the  form  (hould  not  be  pronounced  by 
"  the  prolocutor,  till  the  houfe  agreed  that  the 
**  buiinefs  was  over."  The  principle  on  which  they 
grounded  their  refufal  was  this :  "  That  though 
they  might  generally  prcfume  upon  the  arch- 
biihop's  confent  for  their  fitting  to  difpatch  all 
proper  bufinefs,  yet  they  could  not  agree  to  any 
propoiition  that  would  preclude  his  right  to  pro- 
*'  rogue  them  immediately,  if  he  found  it  expedient/' 
They  added  that  they  ufcd  the  words  "  pronounced 
**  by  the  prolocutor,"  to  prevent  any  queftion  about 
**  adjourning  themfelvcs"  being  put  to  the  houfe. 

The  next  feffion  would  have  been  held  on  the 
1 2th  of  February,  but  a  particular  occurrence  in- 
duced the  archbifhop  to  piorogue  ic  to  the  14th. 
The  prolocutor   being  indifpofed  appointed    Dr. 
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Aldrich,  dean  of  Chrift-church,  to  ad  in  iiispliace. 
The  members  who  difavowed  the  procccdingg  of  thr 
majority,  exprefTed  a  difpofition  to  accept  the  depu* 
tation,  if  application  were  duly  made  to  the  pre- 
fident  to  approve  and  confirm  it.  To  this  thef 
majority  appeared  to  agree  ;  and  one  of  the  leading 
members.  Dr.  Atterbury,  laid,  "  that  there  was  no* 
**  dcfign  to  make  a  common  referendary  bctwceii 
•*  the  two  houfcs,  without  confuhing  his  grace.** 
Yet  it  was  refolved-that  no  fach  applicaticm  ihonld 
be  made.  The  archbifliop,  therefore,  fcnt  for  thd 
clergy  to  the  Jerufalera  chamber,  and  prorogued  the 
convocation  to  the  14th;  telling  them,  ^^  that  an 
^*  incident  of  great  moment  had  happened,  on  which 
**  he  and  his  brethren  muft  take  time  to  confider/' 
He  then  ordered  Mr.  Tillot  to  read  the  fchedole- 
On  the  I3ih  Dr.  Woodward  died;  and  when  the 
houfcs  met  the  next  day^  the  archbiflbopj  exprcffing 
his  furprife  at  the  news,  adjourned  them  to  the 
xgth:  on  that  day,  as  no  bufinefs  was  depending, 
his  grace  prorogued  the  convocation  to  the  5th 
of  March. 

The  prolocutor,  Dr.  Woodward,  previoufly  to  his 
illnefs,  had,  in  order  to  recommend  himfelf  to  a  great 
party,  lodged  a  complaint  of  a  breach  of  privilege 
in  the  conduft  of  his  diocefan  Dr.  Burnet,  his  beft 
friend.  The  cafe  was  this  :  the  clergy  had  paid  their 
attendance  on  the  bifliop  through  his  vifitation, 
which  he  conftantly  held  in  perfon,  in  a  regular  and 
refpeftful  manner  :  but  the  dean  of  Sarum  had,  not 
only  without  offering  any  cxcofe,  declined  appearing 
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as  reftor  of  Pewfcy,  but  aggravated  his  abfcnce  with 
figns  of  contempt.  The  bifliop  ordered  a  citation 
in  the  ufual  method,  before  any  privilege  of  convo- 
cation could  be  pleaded,  or  could  exift.  When  the 
time  of  privilege  afterwards  commenced,  he  dire^ed 
his  chancellor  to  put  a  stet  upon  the  cafe  j  and  no 
further  proceedings  in  it  took  place.  This  light 
matter  was  made  the  ground  of  a  complaint  and 
remonftraiice  to  the  upper  houfe  on  the  9th  of 
February,  It  was  rcprefented  not  only  as  an  un- 
lawful moleflation  of  a  member  of  the  lower  houfe, 
but  as  an  itijury  offered  to  the  whole  body,  of  the 
convocation^  in  the  perfon  of  the  referendary  be- 
tween the  two  houfes.  The  archbifhop  and  biihops 
anfwered,  that  the  proceedings  referred  to  com- 
menced when  there  was  no  privilege ;  that  upon 
opening  of  the  convocation,  a  stet  had  been  put  upon 
the  cafe ;  and  that  no  citation  of  procefs  had  been 
fince  decreed.  The  beginning  and  profecution  of 
this  complaint  were  marked,  indeed,  with  fo  much 
partiality  and  prejudice,  that  many  perfons  of  candour 
ahd  equity"  hoped  that  the  author,  if  he  lived, 
would  have  repented  of  it. 

In  reference  to  this  matter  and  other  points  of 
litigation  which  had  been  agitated  between  the  two 
houfes,  the  archbilhop  clofed  the  feffion  with  a  con- 
ciliatory fpeech.  His  grace  reminded  the  i  lower 
houfe,  that  the  complaint  againft  the  Biftiop  of 
Salifbury  for  a  breach  of  privilege  had  been  readily 
admitted  by  the  bifliops,  and  by  no  one  with  more 
readinefs  than,  by  the   bilhop   himfelf;    that    the 
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anfwer  promifcd  for  the  next  day,1  though  prepared 
to  be  given  and  lodged  in  the  records  of  the  biftiop's 
court  at  Salifbury,  was  not  communicated,  on  ac* 
count  of  the  prolocutor's  illnefs.  Appealing  to  that 
anfwer,  his  grace  expreffed  his  hope  that  the  clergy 
would  not  fujflfer  therafclves  for  the  future  to  be 
forprifed  into  complaints,  till  they  were  fully  afliired 
that  thofe  complaints  were  well  founded  both  ia 
fad  and  right.  He  ftated  the  delicacy  and  difficult 
ties  of  immediately  proceeding  to  the  eleftion  of  2 
new  prolocutor,  in  the  abfence  of  many  of  the 
clergy,  at  a  great  diftance  from  London,  on  the 
duties  of  their  refpeftive  cures  at  the  folemn  time  of 
Lent,  when  no  fynodical  bufinefs  was  yet  before 
the  convocation  by  royal  authority ;  and  when  a 
war,  which  would  divert  the  thoughts  of  men  from 
bufinefs  of  this  nature,  was  breaking  out.  He 
expreffed  his  concern  at  the  heats  which  had  arifen^ 
as  "  giving  great  fcandal  and  offence  even  to  thofe 
"  who  underftopd  not  the  nature  of  the  controverfy, 
"  but  were  much  concerned  that  there  (hould  be 
**  any  difference  among  men  who,  by  profeffion, 
**  were  the  minifters  of  the  gofpel  of  peace.*'  He 
concluded  with  an  affeftionate  exhortation  ;  be- 
"  feeching  his  brethren  to  look  forward  to  the 
*'  things  that  make  for  peace,  and  whereby'*  hefaid, 
we  may  edify  one  another,  and  the  eftabliflied 
church,  of  which,  by  the  Angular  goodnefs  of 
**  God,  we  are  members ;  fo  that  thofe  differences 
*' which  have  continued  too  long  already,  may  be 
"  fpeedily  and  happily  compofcd.     To  which  end  I 
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**  I  heartily  commend  myfcif  and  you  id  the  God  of 
•*  peace  and  unity,  through  Jefus  Chrift  our  Lord/* 
The  reafons  offered  by  the  archbifliop  for  poft- 
poning  the  choice  df  a  prolocutor,  and  the  lenient 
fpirit  of  his  fpeech,  fatisfied  a  great  part  of  the 
clergy;  and  they  were  pleafed  with  the  opportunity 
of  returning  to  their  churches  and  families ;  and 
determined  to  wait  till  fome  emergent  occafion  would 
require  that  a  prolocutor  fliould  be  eleftcd,  or  that 
the  itonirocation  fliould  fit.  But  others  difcovered 
great  difcontcnt,  and  would  meet  two  days  after  in 
Henry  Vllth's  "chapel,  to  form  themfelves  into  an 
aflembly,  and  to  chdofe  a  modei'ator  ox  chairman. 
When  the  day  to  which  the  archbifliop  had  prorogued 
both  houfes  arrived,  they  proceeded  as  a  houfc, 
without  a  prolocutor,  to  the  chamber  adjoining  to 
the  Jemfalera  chamber ;  and  meeting  with  the  Bifliop 
of  Lincoln,  who^  as  his  grace's  comAiflary,  had 
again  "prorogued  the  convocation  to  a  future  day, 
they  requefted  him  to  inform  the  archbifliop  that 
it  was  their  defire  to  proceed  to  the  choice  of  a 
prolocutor.  The  bifliop^  with  great  kindnefs 
of  deportment^  declined  carrying  a  verbal  mef- 
fage  to  his  grace^  left  he  fliould  fall  into  d  m'if- 
take  in'  the  delivery  of  it  j  but  offered,  if  they 
pleafed  to  diftate  to  him,  to  take  their  fenfe  in 
Writing,  and  fay  it  before  him.  On  this  they  re- 
plied, "  That  ii  was  the  unanimous  defire  of  the 
"  lower  houfe  of  convocation,** — Here  they  were  in- 
terrupted by  a  member  of  a  different  opinion,  the 
chaplain  of  tl^e  archbifliop,  who  had  that  morning 
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waited  upon  his  lotdfliip ;  he  modeftly  interpofed  with 
his  diffent,  and  exprcffcd  his  "  hope  that  no  fuch 
"  racffage  would  be  delivered  in  the  name  of  the 
*^  whole  lower  houfe  ;  for  as  without  a  prolocutor 
**  they  were  not  a  houfe,  and  did  not  aft  in  that  ca- 
"  pacity,  fo  many  of  the  members,  and  he  himfelf 
"  for  one,  had  not  aflcnted  to  any  fuch  meffage ; 
*'  he  prefumed,  therefore,  that  it  would  be  more 
c'  proper  to  let  the  meffage  run  in  the  name  of 
<«  several  members  of  the  lower  houfe.'*  The 
biftiop,  in  writing  down  their  meffage,  expreffed  it  in 
this  limited  manner.  This  raifed  a  new  clamour. 
They  who  affumed  the  name  of  a  houfe,  particularly. 
Dr.  Finch,  warden  of  AU-Souls  college  in  Oxford, 
caft  fevere  rcfleftions  on  the  member  who  proppfed 
the  alteration  of  their  motion  ;  and  accufcd  him  as 
a  betrayer  of  their  rights  and  liberties,  though  no 
one  had  with  greater  affiduity  and  care  afcertained, 
or  with  greater  firmnefs  afferted,  all  the  rights  and 
powers  that  were  agreeable  to  the  praftice  of 
former  convocations,  and  confonant  to  the  cftabliflied 
conftitution  of  the  Englifti  church  and  flate.  A  few 
days  after,  on  the  8tfi  of  March  1702,  King  William 
died.  By  this  event  the  convocation  was  virtually 
diffolved:  for  the  authority  of  the  archbifhop's  man- 
date, by  which  the  convocation  was  affembled, 
depended  on  the  king's  writ,  the  force  of  which 
terminated  at  his  death  ;  and  the  Aft  of  Parliament 
which  empowered  the  Parliament  to  fit  after  this  event, 
made  no  provifion  for  the  continuance  of  the  con- 
vo  cation  :  but  when,  on  thefe  grounds,  the  death 
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of  the  king,   it  might  have  been  expeiied,  would 
have  put  an  end  to  the  litigations  of  the  lower  houfe, 
a  new  clamour  wasexcited,  and  a  new  queftion  was 
ftarted.     That  part  of  the  lower  houfc  which  had 
fet  up  unprecedented  claims,   were  taught    to  call 
themfelves  a  parliamentary  body,   or  to  confider 
themfelves  at  leaft  as  an  appendage  to  the  Parlia- 
ment,   by   virtue   of  the  premunientes    claufc    to 
meet  in  parliament.     This  point  was  moved  by  the 
Earl  of  Rochefter  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords ;  but  the 
judges  were  all  decided  in  an  opinion  that  the  con- 
vocation was  diffolved  by  the  king's  death,  as  it  was 
called  by  a  different  writ,  and  had  a  different  con- 
ftitution  from  thofc  of  the  parliament.      Difap- 
pointed  on  this  plea,  they  who  were  eager  to  cany 
their  point,  and  to   perpetuate  the  fitting  of  the 
convocation,     had   recourfe   to    another  meafurc. 
They  folicited  their  friends  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords 
to  introduce  into  fome  Parliamentary  Aft  a  claufc 
to  revive  the  dead  convocation,  and  to  declare  it 
ftill  in  being.     "  This  claufe  of  giving  resurredlion^* 
fays  Archbiftiop  Tennifon,    "  was  thought  fo  ex- 
"  traordinary,  that  the  majority  of  the  peers  could 
**  not  be  reconciled  to  it,  and  the  Attorney-General 
"  declared  that  it  was  againft  the  queen's  ecclcfiaftical 
*'  fupremacy ;  on  which  they  were  obliged  to  relin- 
"  quifh  their  objeft,  and  toacquiefce  in  thediffolution 
^*  of  the  convocation."*  "  Amidft  contentions,'*  fays 
a  modern  hiftorian,  "  at  once,  fierce  and  frivolous, 
*'  the  proceedings  and  debates  of  this  convocation, 

*  Calaray,  voL  i.  p.  613—619.     Tennifon's  Life,  p.  9a — loi. 
Burnet,  book  y.  p.  89,  90. 
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^*  like  all  other  clerical  fynods,  were  charadlerifed 
**  by  inexprc^ble  malignity  and  folly ;  but  being 
**  happily  divefted  of  every  civil  power,  they  knit 
^'  their  darkened  brows  and  gnaflied  their  teeth 
**  in  vain/'* 

The  difpute  concerning  the  **  rights,  powers,  and 
^'privileges  of  convocations,**  which  was  carried 
on,  at  that  period,  with  great  violence  and  mutual 
animofities,  though  it  fcems  now  to  be  almoft  for- 
gotten, did  then  greatly  attraft   the  notice  of  the 
public  J  warmly  engaged  the  attention  and  raifed  the 
paffions  of  the  nation;  produced  zealous  partizans  on 
each  fide  of  the  queftions  which  were  agitated  in  the 
refpedive  houfes;    and  employed  in  acrimonious 
attacks  on   one  another  thofe  pens,  which  would, 
with  more  credit^  to  the  writers,  and  with  greater 
benefit  to  religion,    have  been  ufed   againft  the 
enemies    of   revelation  and    proteftantifm.      The 
ecclcfiaftical  corps  of  the  nation  were  in  the  ftatc 
of  a  houfe  or  a  kingdom   divided  againft  itfelf. 
The  clergy  viewed  the  claims  of  the  bifliops  with  a 
fpirit  of  oppofition,  jealoufy,   and   difdain.     The 
prelates  complained  that  "  the  hot  and  eager  difputes 
*^  of  the  lower  houfe   of  convocation  had  rifen  to 
**  higher  degrees  of  difrcfpeft  and  invafion  of  the 
*'  n^etropolitan  and  epifcopal  rights  than  were  ever 
"  attempted  before;    and    that  they  had  thereby 
"  given  a  greater  blow  to  the  church,   than  it  had 
"  ever  received  fince  the   prefbyterian  affembly  in 
*'  the  late  times  of  confufion/'f    The  difpute  was, 

♦  Bel(ham*s  Hiftory,  vol.  ii.  p.  98.  +  Id. 
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however,  at  that  time  a  matter  of  great  importance, 
and  well  deferving  a  diligent  examination.  "  Even 
**  coniroverfies/*  as  a  candid  writer  remarks, 
**  which  afterwards  are  to  be  regarded  as  infignifi- 
*'  cant,  have  their  utility.  They  fervc  to  explode 
•'  errors  and  claims  which  are  hurtful  to  the  interefts 
**  of  truth  and  liberty.  And  if,  which  is  no  impof- 
"fible  cafe,  fimilar  errors  and  claims  (hould,  in 
**  the  revolution  of  things,  again  be  obtruded  upon' 
"the  world,  we  know  where  to  apply  for  the 
**  materials  and  arguments  by  which  they  may  be 
*'  refuted.*'*  One  important  reflexion  offers  itfclf 
from  the  review  ofthefe  altcrcations;.it  is  this,'— 
that  they  could  not  have  arifcn,  had  not  the  pro- 
fejEon  of  Chriftianity  been  incorporated  with  the 
ftate  ;  had  not  the  followers,  efpecially  the  minifters, 
of  Chrift,  violated  that  exprefs  authoritative  decifion 
againft  all  ufurpation  of  power  over  one  another, 
which  he  laid  down;  when  noticing  the  exercife  of 
dominion,  and  the  fubordinations  of  power  praSifed 
in  the  world,  he  declared,  "  But  it  fhall  not  be  fo 
"  among  you ;  but  whofoever  will  be  great  among 
"  you,  let  him  be  your  minifter ;  and  whofoever 
*•  will  be  chief  among  you,  let  him  be  your  fervant.*' 
And  when  he  delivered  this  principle  of  mutual 
fcrvice  and  equality,  "  All  ye  are  brethren. *'t 

The  difputes  that  originated  in  the  two  houfes 
of  convocation,  opened  a  large  field  of  controverfy. 
Many  books  and  pamphlets  were  publifhed  on  both 

*  Dr.  Kippis*8  Biog.  Britan.  vol.  i.  p.  345  ^ 
t  Matt,  ch.  XX.  »^— »7i  aS* 


166  HISTORY    OF    THE  C.  II. 

fides  ;  and  difcuflion  on  the  qucftions  to  which  it 
gave  rife,  was  kept  alive  for  five  years  from  the  firft 
publication  in  1697,  previoufly  to  the  debates  which 
we  have  dated,  till  the  diflblution  of  the  convocation 
in  1702  ;  and  in  forae  fubfequent  years  new  publica- 
tions, which  owed  their  origin  to  new  circumftances, 
ifTued  from  the  prefs.  The  principal  writers  in  this 
controverfy  were  Dr.  Binckes,J  Dr.  Wake,  Mr. 
Atterbury,  Dr.  Kennet,  Dr.  Edw.  Hody,  Dr.  Edm. 
Gibfon,  and  Dr.  George  Hooper. 

The  controverfy  opened  from  theprefs  in  1697, 
in  a  quarto  pamphlet,  entitled  *•  a  Letter  to  a  Convo- 
«'  cation  Man,  concerning  the  rights,  powers,  and 
^*  privileges  of  Convocations;'*  which,  though  ano- 
nymous, was  afcribed  to  Dr.  Binckes.  In  this  traft 
it  was  aiTerted  that  the  convocation  was  as  much  a 
part  of  the  conftitution  as  a  parliament  itfelf.  It 
was  rcprefented  as  a  fpiritual  parliament,  and  the 
lower  houfe  was  called  "  the  commons  fpiritual.** 
Dr.  Wake,  afterwards  archbifhop  of  Canterbury, 
jn  the  fame  year  took  up  his  pen,  as  refpondent  to 
the  author  of  the  "  Letter;**  and  publiflied  his  book, 
entitled,  "  The  Authority  of  Chriftian  Princes  over 
^^  their  Ecclcfiaftical  Synods.**  The  aim  of  the 
author  was  to  prove  that  the  right  of  calling  the 
clergy  together  refted  folely  in  the  prince;  that 
without  his  permifEon  they  had  no  right,   when 

t  Dr.  Binckes  was  vicar  of  Leamington  in  Warwickfhire,  and 
dean  of  Lichfield  :  he  died  19th  June  171a.  A  fermon,  which  he 
preached  before  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  a9th  Jan.  17021  incurred 
cenfure,  according  to  the  courfe  of  the  ecclcfiaftical  courts.— See 
Attcrbury's  Epiftplary  Correfpondence,  vol.iiii  p,  71,  7  a. 
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affemblcd 5  to  debate  or  determine  any  point  of  doc- 
trine or  difcipline;    that  he  might  annul,    aher,  or 
fufpend  the  execution  of  any  of  their  decrees;  and 
that  this  confent   was  ncceffary   to  tlie  diflblution  of 
any  fynod.     This  publication  called  forth,  in  1700, 
the  celebrated  treatife  of  Mr.  Atterbury,  afterwards 
bilhop  of  Rochefter,  on  "  The  Rights,  Powers,  and 
*'  Privileges  of  an  Englifli  Convocation,  Itated  and 
*' vindicated;  inanfwertoalatebook  of  Dr.  Wake's, 
*'  entitled,  'the  Authority  of  Chriftian  Piinces,  &c.* 
"  and  feveral  other  pieces,'*   8vo.      This  book  ap. 
peared  at  firft  without  the  author's  name ;  but  his 
nanie  was  prefixed  to  the  fecond  edition,  accompanied 
with  many  additions.     "  In  this  performance,  wherc- 
*^  ever  the  truth  of  thequeftion  may  befuppofed  to 
"  lie,  he  difplayed  fo  much  learning  and  ingenuity, 
"  as  well  as  zeal  for  the  interefts  of  his  order,  that 
"  the   lower  houfe    of  convocation    returned  him 
"  their  thanks;  and  the  Univerficy  of  Oxford  cora- 
*'  plimented  him  with  the  degree  of  doftor  in  divi- 
"  nity/'*     Dr.  Wake,  his  adverfary,  allowed  that 
he  had  "  done  all  that  a  man  of  forward  parts  and 
*'  a  hearty  zeal  could  do  to  defend  the  caufe  which 
*^  he  had  efpoufed.     He  has  chofen,"  continues  Dr. 
Wake,  *'  the  moft  plaufible  topics  of  argumentation, 
*'  and  has  given  them  all   the  advantage  that  either 
*'  a  fprightly  wit  or  a  good  affurance   could  afford 
"  them.     But  he  wanted    one  thing :  he  had  not 
*'  truth  on  his  fide.'*     His  other  antagonifts  likewife 
allowed  him  the  full  merit  of  his  wit  and  ingenuity, 

*  Biograpb.  Britan.  toI.  i.  p.  336. 
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though  they  denied  the  folidity  of  his  arguments, 
and  condemned  the  fpirit  in  which  he  wrote.  Bifliop 
Burnet  refolvcd  the  high  encomiums  bellowed  on  the 
book  and  the  honours  which  itfecured  to  its  author, 

intotheirtruecaufejacaufe,indepeiwlentoftheintrinfic 
excellence  of  the  work,  or  the  force  of  its  reafoning, 

'*  The  clergy  hoped,' •  fays  the  bifliop,  **  to  recover 

^^  many  loft  privileges  by  the  help  of  his  pcrfor- 

'*  mances ;   ^hey  fancied  they  had  a  right  to  be  a 

"  part  of  t|ie  parliament,  fo  they  looked  on  him  as 

'^  their  chatapion,  and  on  moft  of  the  bifliops  as  the 

^^  betrayers  of  therights'of  the  church.    This  was 

^*  encouraged  by  the  new  miniftry;  they  were  dif- 

^*  pleafed  with  the  bifliops  for  adhering  to  c  >  1 

**  miniftry ;  and  they  hoped  by  the  terror  of  a  con- 

*^  vocation  to  have  forced  the  prelates  to  apply  to 

<^  them  for  a  flielter.^'t 

Pr.  Kcnnet,  afterwards  bifliop  of  Peterborough, 

entered  the  lifts  with  Mr.  Atterbury,  in  his  "  Eccle- 

?'  fiaftical  Synods  and  Ecclefiaftical  Convocations  in 

**  the  Church  of  England  hiftorically  ftated,   and 

.  ^*juftly  vindicated  from  the  mifreprefentations  of  Mr. 

**  Atterbury:-*   (part  i.  1701,  8vo.)  "  Who,'*  fays 

Burnet,   ^'  was   by  Dr.  Kennet  laid   fo  opep,  not 

**  only   ip  many  particulars,    but  in  a   thread  of 

*'  ignorance  that  ran  through  his  whole  book,  that 

*'  if  he  had  not  had  a  meafure  of  confidence  peculiar 

**  to  himfelf,   he  muft  have  been  much  humbled 

"  under  it."f     Dr.  Wake  alfo  took  up  his  pen  a 

fccond  time  in  defence  of  his  own  performance,  an4 

t  Burner,  book  v.  p.  36.  t  Id, 
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in  reply  to'Jthat  of  Mr.  Atterbury,  in  a  folio  volume, 
entitled,  "  The  State  of  the  Church  and  Clergy  of 
**  England  in  their  Councils,  Synods,  Convocations, 
*^  Conventions,  and  other  public  aflfcmblies,  hiftori. 
*«  cally  deduced  from  the  converfion  of  the  Saxons 
**  to  the  prefent  times,'*  1 703.  The  karned  Dr. 
Hody  was  not  filcnt  while  the  queftions  concerning 
the  rights  of  the  convocation  were  agitated,  but  pub- 
liflied,  in  1701,  **  A  Hiftory  of  Englilh  Cotincils 
•*  and  Convocations,  and  of  the  Clergy's  fitting  in 
*^  Parliament,  &c/'  1701. 

Mr.  Atterbury,  it  appears,  afFefted  to  difregard 
thefe  anfwers  to  his  work;  and  afcribted  the  time  of 
their  appearance,  and  the  ftrain  by  which  they  were 
refpeftively  diftinguiflicd,  to  art  and  management; 
for  he  wrote  thus  to  a  friend  on  the  occafion: 
•"  When  you  come  to  town,  you  will  be  entertained 
^'  with  anfwers  of  all  forts  to  ray  book.  Dr.  Hody 
"  has  one  jufl:  upon  the.  point  of  coming  out,  in  two 
^'  thick  oftavo  volumes  of  about  twenty  fheets  of 
"  paper,  which  he  calls  <  An  Hiftory  of  Convoca^ 
**  tions.'  Another  gentleman  (Dr.  Kennet)  has, 
**  by  order,  wrote  and  printed  a  good  part  of  another: 
**  his  is  to  be  about  two  or  three  hundred  pages, 
*'  and  is  to  be  a  firft  part  only,  two  more  being  to 
"  follow  ;  and  this  gentleman  is  ordered  to  ufe  mc 
^'  rudely,  and  to  put  as  much  gall  as  he  can  into  hi$ 
'^  ink.  Dr.  Hody  is  to  be  in  the  meek  way.  The 
'*  defign  of  both  is  to  open  the  convocation  with  a 
*'  clamour  againft  the  book,  juft  at  the  nick  of  its 
♦^  meeting;  fo  tl^at  I  (hall  not  be  able  to  anfwcr. 
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**  After  ^\\  Dr.  Wake  is  to  come,  when  the  c^nvo- 
"  cation  is  up,  with  a  mighty  folio.  Under  all  this 
•*  threatening  news,  I  thank  God  I  am  in  hcart^^*?* 

The  work  oJF  Dr.  Wake,  to  which  Mr.  Atterbdry 
refers,  was  publiflied  in  1763,  and  was  enthfcd, 
«*  The  State  of  the  Church  and  Clergy  of  England, 
**  in  their  Councils,  Synods,  Convocations,  Convdnu 
^^.tions,  and  other  public  affemblies,  hifforically 
"  difplayed  from  the  converfion  of  the  Saxons  to 
}^  the  prefent  time ;  occafioned  by  a  book  entitled, 
*'  The  Rights,  Powers,  and  Privileges,  &c.*'  Dr. 
Gibfon,  afterwards  bi&op  of  London,  then  chaplain 
to  the  archbilhop,  exerted  himfelf  to  the  uimoft  in 
defence  of  the  contefted  rights  of  the  primate,  and 
publifhed  no  fewer  than  ten  pamphlets,  in  vindication 
of  his  claims  of  right  to  prorogue  the  lower  as  well 
as  upper  houfe  of  convocation,  in  the  fpace  of  three 
years.*  Dr.  Hooper,  the  prolocutor,  was  not  filent 
on  the  fubjeft,  but  defended  the  other  fide  of  the 
queftion  in  a  "  Narrative  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 
"Lower  Houfe  of  Convocation,  relating  to  proro- 
gations and  adjournments,  from  Monday  Feb.  10, 
1 700,  to  Wednefday  June  25,  1 76 1  .**  Drawn  up 
by  the  order  of  the  houfe:  410.  To  this  fucceeded 
•a  number  of  publications  by  both  parties,  which  it 
iwrould  be  tirefome  to  enumerate.f     The  prefs  may 

*  Atterbury*s  Epiftolary  Corrcfpondence,  vol.  iii.  p.  18,  19. 
♦  Britifh  Biograhy,  vol.  viii.  p.  aoy — 8. 

f  The  reader  is  referred  for  a  full  review  of  feveral  ofthe  prin- 
cipal  publications,  to  which  the  controverfy  about  the  rights  and 
'privileges  of  convocations  gave  birth,  to  Dr.  Calamy's  Abridgment^ 
vol  i,  p.554>  S^Oj,  56*1  s^^a  S^h  570^  S^h  ^Q*>  6o9>  ^^^>  ^^^' 
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be  truly  faid  to  have  groaned  under  the  various  and 
fucceffive  publications  which  this  controvcrfjr 
produced. 

It  defcrves  notice,  that  Bifliop  Warburton,  advert- 
ing to  this  controvcrfy,  aqd  efpecially  to  Dr.  Atter* 
bury's  book,  exprcffes  himfelf  as  being  very  much 
in  the  dark  as  to  the  expediency  of  thefe  convoca- 
tional  meetings,  and  on  the  benefit  to  religion  accru- 
ing from  them.  "  As  to  that  part  of  the  convocation's 
*'  office  which  is  fuppofed  to  confift  in  watching 
over  the  faith  and  principles  of  the  people,  I 
(hould  queftion/*  fays  his  lordfliip,  ''  if  it  would 
have  any  good  efFeft.  Bad  books  might  be  cen- 
fured;  good  ones  might  too.  Burnet's  *ExpofL 
*^ '  fition,'  I  find,  was  fulminated ;  and  had  the 
**  convocation  been  as  bufy  twenty  years  ago,  us 
**  Dr.  Atterbury  would  have  it,  I  fliould  have  beea 
**  in  pain  for  the  '  Divine  Legation.' 

But  fuppofe,"  he  adds,  *'  were  their  cenfures 
ever  fo  juft  and  reafonable,  would  they  do  any 
*'  good?  I  doubt,  in  fuch  a  country  as  ours,  they 
**  would  but  whet  the  appetite  of  readers,  and  be 
"  the  means  of  circulating  them  into  more  hands. 
**  In  ftiort  I  do  not  fee  that  much  fervice  could  arifc 
"  to  religion  from  the  authoritative  condemnation  of 
*'  bocks,  unlefs  where'great  penalties  were  to  follow, 
**  which  cannot  be,  except  in  the  cafe  of  writers  who 
"  ftrike   at  the  very   foundations  of  government. 

And  for  a  minute  enumeration  of  the  many  books  and  pamphlets 
which  it  occafioned,  to  the  Biographia  Britanpica,  ad  ed.  vol.  u 
335ji50te  i:  and  to  p.  345,  346,  for  a  catalogue  of  them  arraogec| 
into  four  claffes  from  Bifhop  Nicholfon's  Hiftori§al  Library. 
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*'  And  againfl:  books  of  this  malignity,  the  ftate  will 
always  exert  itfclf  to  purpofe. 
"  The  conclufion  is,  the  convocation,  by  giving 
up  their  old  right  of  taxing  themfelves,  feem  to 
*'have  given  up  their  right  of  meeting  and  debating. 
*'  At  leaft,  it  is  no  wonder  the  government  (hould 
"incline  to  "this  fide;  for  let  what  will  be  faid  of 
**  freedom  of  debate  in  popular  ct)uncils,  no  govern- 
"  ment,  I  doubt,  is  heartily  for  it,  but  where  it 
*^  cannot  with  any  fafcty  or  convenience  be  avoided.'** 


SECTION  11. 
The   Trinitarian  Controversy. 

SOON  after  the  Revolution,  the  public  mind  was 
agitated  by  various  publications  on  the  queftions 
that  owe  their  origin  to  the  doftrine  of  the  Trinity; 
a  doftrine  ever  involved  in  intricacies  by  abftrufe, 
metaphyfical,  and  indefinite  terms.  In  1690,  the 
learned  mathematician.  Dr.  John  Wallis,  Savilian 
profeffor  of  geometry  in  Oxford,  who  profeffed  to 
have  paid  a  ftudious  attention  to  the  fubjeft  for  more 
than  forty  years,  offered  to  the  public  a  pamphlet, 
entitled,  "  The  Doftrine  of  the  ever-bleffed  Trinity 
*•  explained."  His  explanation  amounted  to  this, 
that  the  bleflcd  Trinity  was  xhxttfomewhats^  com- 
monly called  ^^perfons\   but  the  true   notion  and 

♦  Letters  from  a  late  eminent  Prelate  to  one  of  his  Frien4s^  8yq^ 
p.  azo|  zi,  za.'  zSog. 
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•*  true  name  of  that  diftinftion,"  he  faid,  "  are  un. 
"  known  to  us.     The  word  perfons^  when  applied 
•*  to  God,  is  but  metaphorical ;  not  fignifying  jufl:  the 
*'  fame  as  when  applied  to  men/*  This  traft  engaged 
the  author  for  that  and  the  following  year  in  a 
controverfy  ^^with  the  Unitarians ;    nor  were   the 
Trinitarians  more  fatisfied  than  they  were,  with  an 
explanation  which  explained   nothing.      In    1691, 
there   iffued  from  the  prefs  a  new  edition  of  fcveral 
tradls  written  by  Mr.  John  Biddle,  firft  publiflied  in 
1648,  and  reprinted  in  1653.     Another  publication 
of  the  fame  year  was  '*  A  Brief  Hiftory  of  the  Uni- 
**  tarians,  called  alfo  Socinians ;  in  four  letters  to  a 
*'  friend."     Dr^  Sherlock,  who  had   the  charafter 
of  being  a  polite,  clear,  and  ftrong  writer,  and  who, 
by  his  writings  againft  popery  in  the  former  reign, 
had  obtained  great  reputation,  took  up  his  peii,  this 
year,  on  the  Trinitarian  queftion,  in  "  A  Vindica- 
tion of  the  doftrine  of  the  holy  and  evcr-bleffed 
Trinity;'*  in  which  he  expresfly  afferted,  that  the 
three  perfons  in  the  Trinity  are  three  diftinfl:  infi- 
nite minds  or  fpirits,  and  three  individual  fubdances; 
two  of  thefe  iffuing  from  the  Father ;  and  that  thefe 
three  are   one  by  a  mutual  confcioufnefs.     This 
traft  was  intended  as   an  tofwer  to  the    "  Brief 
*'  Hiftory   of  the  Unitarians."     A  defence  of  that 
hiftory  againft  Dr.  Sherlock's  anfwer  foon  appeared. 
Another  reply  to  his  traft  was  publiflied  under  the 
the  title  of  ^'  Some  Thoughts  upoa  Dr.  Sherlock's 
"  Vindication  pF  the  doflrine  of  ;he  Holy  Trinity, 
**  in  a  laicr^   4to/'j  Obfervatious  oa  it  weirc  an- 
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ncxed  to  a  traft  in  4to.  entitled  '•  The  Afts  of 
**  Great  Athanafius;  with  notes,  by  way  of  illuftra- 
**  tion  on  his  Creed."  In  this  traft  the  doftor  was 
charged  with  reviving  paganifm  by  fuch  an  explica- 
tion of  the  Trinity,  as  undeniably  introduced  trithe- 
ifm,  orthedoftrinc  of  three  gods;  an  error  condemned 
by  the  ancients  in  the  perfon  of  Philoponus;  in  the 
middle  ages,  in  the  perfon  and  writings  of  Abbot 
Joachim ;  but  more  fevercly,  fince  the  Reformation, 
in  the  perfon  of  Valentinus  Gentilis,  who  for  this 
very  dodrine  was  condemned  at  Geneva,  and  be- 
headed at  Berne.  It  was  generally  acknowledged 
that  Dr.  Sherlock  had  exceeded  all  proper  bounds  ; 
and  his  friends  ufed  their  influence  to  engage  him  to 
be  filent  in  future.  He  had  given  the  Unitarians 
fuch  an  advantage,  that  politicians  feared  the 
ifliie  of  a  war,  the  beginnings  of  which  had  been  fo 
inaufpicious.  For  fome  time  a  flop  was  put  to  the 
publication  of  any  fermons  or  trafts  written  againft 
that  feft.  The  language  held  between  the  champions 
of  what  is  called  the  orthodox  faith  was,  that  being 
matters  of  all  the  pulpits,  they  could  fuflSciently 
difpofe  the  people  to  receive  and  adhere  to  that 
belief  without  the  aid  of  printed  anfwers  and  replies ; 
and  that  they  need  not  trouble  thcmfelves  about  the 
Socinian^.§ 

Several  years  before,  the  very  learned  Dr. 
Cudworth,  in  his  elaborate  performance,  entitled, 
*«  The  Intellcftual  Syftem,"  had  exprefled  the  fame 

? 

§  Confiderations  on  the  Explications  of  the  Do^fine  of  the  Tii- 
Bity,  written  by  a  perfon  of  quality^  b4to.  1693.  p/x4»  ' 
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apprchcnfions  concerning  the  three  divine  perfons, 
as  Doftor  Sherlock  advanced  :  they  both  appre- 
hended the  three  perfons  to  be  as  diftinft  and  diffe- 
rent, and  as  really  three  feveral  intelligent  beings 
and  fubftances,  as  three  angels,  or  as  Peter,  James, 
and  John  are.  Dr.  Cudworth  profeffed  to  follow, 
in  accounting  for  the  doftrine  of  the  Trinity,  the 
platonic  philofophers ;  with  whom  he  faid  the 
orthodox  fathers  perfeftly  P'^reed.  He  contended, 
that  the  unity  or  famenefs  of  fubftance  of  the  three 
divine  perfons  confifted  not  in  number^  but  in  kind 
or  nature :  he  reprefented  the  Son  and  Spirit,  how«» 
ever,  as  in  every  way  inferior  to  the  Father,  He 
did  not  allow  them  to  be  omnipotent  in  any  other 
refpeft  than  externally ;  i.  c.  becaufe  the  Father 
concurreth  omnipotently  to  all  their  external  aftions, 
^whether  of  creation  or  providence.  He  defired  to 
diftinguilh  his  explication  from  all  others  of  the 
moderns  by  this  mark  ;  that  it  allowed  not  the  three 
perfons  to  be,  in  any  refpeft  but  duration,  coequal. 
For  he  faid,  "  three  diftind:  intelligent  natures  or 
'*  effences,  each  pre-cternal,  fclf-exiftent,  and  equally 
*'  omnipotent  ad intra^  are  of  neceffity  three  Gods; 
*'  but  if  only  the  firft  perfon  be  indeed  internally 
*^  omnipotent,  and  the  other  two  fubordinate  in 
**  authority  and  power  to  him,  you  leavje  them  but 
"  one  God,  only  in  three  divine  perfons.'**  Though 

*  Confiderations  on  the  explications  of  the  Doftrind  of  the 
Trinity,  1693;  p.  13,  14.  The  correfponoence .of  Pr.  Cudworth*s 
fentiments  with  Plato,  or  their  origin  in  the  platonic  philoipphy, 
has  been  examined  in  the  Theological  Repofitory,  ▼ol.  iv,  p.  '77, 
97.    Prieftley's  early  opioions,  vol.  i.  p.  349* 
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Dr.  Cudworth  and  Dr.  Sherlock  appear  to  have 
been  of  the  fame  opinion  concerning  the  three 
divine  perfons,  each  conceiving  of  th^m  as  three 
feveral  intelligences;  it  feems  that  the  former  learned 
writer  did  not  entenain  the  fame  idea  concerning 
their  unity,  which  the  latter  afterwards  advanced  r 
for  he  called  the  union  of  will  and  aSe£^ion  ouly  a 
moral  union,  not  a  phyfical  or  real  unity ;  as  three 
human  pcrfons  would  be  three  diftinft  men,  notwith- 
fianding  the  moral  union  in  affeflion  and  will,  fo 
alfo  three  divine  perfons  would  be  three  diftinft 
Gods,  notwithflanding  fuch  an  union  in  will  and 
afFeSion.* 

Not  long  after  the  Revolution,  the  civil  power 
interfered  in  theological  debates,  and  converted 
what  ought  to  have  been  confidercd  only  as  fair 
difcui&on  in  order  to  afcertain  and  difcovcr  truth,' 
into  an  offence  againft  the  community,  and  regarded 
it  as  the  ground  of  a  criminal  charge.  In  1693 
was  publifhed  a  Treatife,  entitled,  *'  A  brief  but  clear 
**  Confutation  of  the  Doftrine  of  the  Trinity.*'  It 
was  induftrioufly  difperfed,  and  copies  of  it  under 
cover  were  direfted  to  feveral  peers,  and  to  fome 
members  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  The  attention 
of  the  legiflature  being  called  to  it,  their  prejudices 
were  awakened,  and  their  fears  of  the  fpread  of  the 
fentiments  it  defended  were  alarmed.  The  Houfe 
of  Lords  voted  it  to  be  an  infamous  and  fcandalous 
libel ;  it  was  ordered  to  be  burnt  in  Old  Palace- 
yard   by  the  hands  of  the  common  hangman;   an 

*  Confiderationsi  dec.  p.  X4« 
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enquiry  after  the  author,  printer^  and  publiflder 
was  infticuted  ;  and  the  attorney-general  was  direftcd 
to  profecute  them.f 

But  Botwithftanding  the  prolecutions  tb  which, 
as  in  this  inftance,  the  publication  of  trafis  in  favour 
of  Unitarian  fentiments  was  expofed,  and  the  dit 
countenance  given  to  fermons  and'  trads'direfted  ' 
againft  fuch  opinions,  after  a  temporary  paufc  the 
Trinitarian  ton troverfy  was  revived.  In  1693,  Dr; ' 
Sottthj-riftbr  of -Iflip  inOxfordfhire,  aman  bf  great 
talents  and  learnmg'/but  of  a  violent  and  domineer- 
ing temper,  attacked  Dr.  Sherlock's  book  on  the 
Trinity  in  "  Anhbadverfions  on  it,  together  with  'i 
*•  more  neceffary  vindication  of  thatfacrcd  and  prime 
**  artFcle  of  the  Chriftian  faith  from  Dr.  Sherlock's 
*' new  notions  and  falfe  explications  of  it:  humbly 
^^offeredto  his  admirers,  and  tohimfelf  the  chief  of 
"  them/*  *'  This  pamphlet  was  written,"  fays  Biftiop 
Burnet,  '*  not  without  wit  and  learning,  but  without 
any  meafure  of  Chriftian  charity;  and  without 
any  regard  either  to  the  dignity  of  the  fubjeft  or 
**  the  decencies  of  his  profcffion."*  Dr.  South 
explained  the  doftrine  in  the  common  method,  that 
the  Deity  was  one  eflence  and  three  fubfiftencies. 
In  1694,  t)r.  Sherlock  publiflied  a  defence  of  liim- 
felf  againft  the  ^*  Animadverfions ;"  and  charged 
his  opponent  with  Sabellianifm.  'Dr.  South  replied 
in  a   treatife,  entitled,    '<  Tritheifm'  charged  upon 

t  >  5  Lords'  Journal,  33  a*  3d  Jan.  1693.  Hiftd^  of  William  in. 
Yol.  ii.  p.  381.  Proceedings  of  tbeHoufe  of  I^ords  ia  the  cafe  of 
Benjamin  Flower,  p.  37,  38, 

•^Buraet,  voU  iv,  p.  jix 
N 
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^*  Dr.  Sheilock's  new  notion  of  the  Trioityy 
*^  and  the  charge  made  good  in  anfwer  to  the 
**  defence.**  Others  went  into  the  difpute  with 
fome  learnings  but  with  more  warmth;  and  gteat 
men  efpoufed  the  fide  of  each.  Dr.  Sherlock 
was  accufed  of  polytheifin,  or  holding  the  dodrine  of 
ibree  Gods  g  and  with  great  juftice,  if  words  have 
any  meaning.  Dr.  South  came  under  the  imputation 
of  explaining  away  the  Trinity,  and  filing  into 
Sabellianifm.  The  candid  enquirer  was  unfettled 
and  perplexed.  He  hefitated  between  the  fcheme  of 
the  former,,  which  preferved  a  Trinity,  but  in  which 
the  Unity  was  loft ;  and  that  of  the  latter,  which 
under  the  terms  ^^  modes,  fubfiftencies,  and  proper- 
•^  ties,  &c."  kept  up  the  **  divine  Unity,  but  then  loft 
**  a  Trinity,  fuch  as  the  fcriptures  difcover,  at  leaft 
"  with  rcfpeft  to  the  Father  and  the  Son.*'*  The 
Unitarians,  availing  themfelves  of  Dr.  South*s  expli" 
cation,  declared  a  readinefs  to  aflent  to  the  liturgy 
and  articles,  if  that  was  the  kind  of  Trinity  which 
the  language  of  both  was  intended  to  circulate^ 

Sentiments  fimilar  to  thofe  of  Dr.  Sherlock,  fo  far 
at  leaft  as  related  to  the  diftindion  of  perfons,  were 
advanced  by  an  emment  divine  among  the  diflenters^ 
Mr.  Howe  J  but  he  did  not  adopt  Dr.  Sherlock's 
idea  of  mutual  confcioufnefs  as  conftituting  the  unity 
of  the  three  divine  perfons;  becaufe  that  hypothefis 
left  our,  according  to  his  expreifion,  the  nexusy  or 
the  Gonne&ion  t^y  which  they  were  united.    His 

•  Emlyn's  Works,  rol.  u  p.  15. 
{  Lindfey's  Apology,  p.  73.  4th  ed. 
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leading  principles  were,  "  that  the  perfons  in  the 
•*  Trinity  are  diftinft  numerical  natures,  beings,  and 
•*'  fubftances ;  that  there  is  a  variety  of  individual 
*^  natures  in  the  Deity  ;  that  there  arc  in  the  God- 
•*  head  three  diftinft  intelligent  hypoftafes  or  perfons, 
•*  having  each  his  own  diftinft,  fingular,  intelligent 
••nature;  and  thefe  three  divine  perfods,  beings, 
**  effences,  natures,  fubftances,  maintain  a  delicious 
fociety.  No  enjoyments  being  pleafant  without 
confociation  therein  :  and  we  muft  needs  think  this 
"  a  moft  bleffed  ftate,  or  a  more  perfeft  idea  of  blet 
'^fednefs,  than  can  be  conceived  in  an  eternal  foli* 
"tude."  This,  it  has  been  obferved,  is  Dr. 
Sherlock's  doftrinej  only  with  fome  more  grofs 
ideas  and  additions  to  \i.X     Mr.  Howe^s  trad  was 

J  Unitarian  Tradts,  in4to.  1695,  p.  39,  40,  vol.  iii.  This  idea, 
grofs  as  it  may  appear  to  fome,  was,  in  a  fhort  time  after  it  was^ 
broached  in  a  metaphyseal  difquifition,  converted  into  a  theme  of 
devotional  declamation  by  Mr.  after  Dr.  Watts;  and  at  the  didance 
of  twenty  years,  when  he  himfclf  made  an  apology  for  having  been 
carried  away  by  the  warm  efiForts  of  imagination  fiirther  than  riper 
years  would  probably  indulge  on  fo  fublime  and  abftrufe  afubjef^* 
"was  delivered  from  the  prefs  in  a  fermon  entitled,  "  The  Scale  of 
**  BhfTednefs;  or  bleffed  Saints,  bleffed  Saviour,  and  bleffed  Trinity;'* 
from  Ps.  Ixv.  4.  Having  dwelt  upon  the  thought,  that  know- 
ledge and  mutual  love  make  up  the  heaven  of  the  three  divine 
perfons,  the  pious  author,  borne  away  by  a  heated  imagination^ 
and  loft  in  his  fubjedl,  concludes  it  in  this  rapturous  ftrain :  "  The 
'<  nearnefs  of  the  divine  perfons  to  each  other,  and  the  unfpeakable 
**  relifh  of  their  unbounded  pleafures,  are  too  vaft  ideas  for  our 
**  bounded  minds  to  entertain.  'Tis  one  infinite  tranfport  that  runs 
"  through  Father,  Sort,  and  Spirit,  without  beginning  and  without 
«*  end,  with  boundlefs  variety,  yet  ever  perfedl  and  ever  prefent, 
«' without  change  and  without  degree;  and  all  this,  becaufethey 
**  are  fo  near  with  one  another,  and  £0  much  one  with  God/» 
Sennons  on  various  fabje^s^  voL  i.  No.ikii.  or  p.  399^  t^mo.  ed.  fj^u 

N  2 
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entitled,  "  A  calm  and  fober  Inquiry  concerning  the 
poffibility  ofaTrinity  in  the  Godhead  j  in  a  letter 
to  a  perfon  of  worth."  To  which  were  added  fomc 
ktters  formerly  written  to  Dr.  Wallis,  on  the  fame 
fubgeft.  1694.  Notwithftanding  the  prominent  fea- 
ture of  agreement  in  the  hypothefes  of  the  two  divines, 
Mr.  Howe  fell  under  the  cenfurc  of  Dr.  Sherlock, 
as  advancing  fuch  a  notion  of  the  unity  of  God  as 
neither  the  fcriptures  nor  the  ancient  church  knew 
any  thing  of^  and  as  fcarcely  needing  a  confutation. 
Tet  he  offered  animadverfions  on  it  in  his  defence 
againd  Dr.  South.  It  was  alfo  noticed  in  '^  Some 
•*  Confiderations  on  the  explications  of  the  Doftrinc 
**  of  the  Trinity,  in  a  letter  to  H.  H."'  To  both 
Mr.  Howe  replied;  to  the  former  in  a  "  Letter  to  a 
*'  Friend;"  and  to  the  latter,  in  "  A  View  of  thofe 
"Confiderations,"  in  a  letter  to  the  friend  whom 
he  had  before  addreffcd.  In  this  performance,  with 
a  fairnefs  and  liberality  that  did  him  much  credit, 
he  gave  it  *'  as  his  judgment,  that  much  fervicc 
might  be  done  to  the  common  intereft  of  religion, 
by  a  free  mutual  communication  of  even  more 
more  doubtful  thoughts,  if  fuch  difquifitions  were 
purfued  with  more  candour,  and  with  lefs  confi- 
dence  and  prepoffeffion  of  mind,  or  addiftednefs 
to  the  intereft  of  any  party.  If  it  were  rather 
"  endeavoured  to  reafon  one  another  into  or  out 
**  of  this  or  that  opinion,  than  either  by  fophiftical 
^*  conclufions  to  cheat,  or  to  heftor  by  great 
**  words,  one  that  is  not  of  our  mind.  Or  if  the 
'^  dcfign  were  lefs  to  expofe  an  adverfary,  than  to 
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*'  clear  the  matter  in  controverfy.  Befides,  that 
**  if  fuch  equanimity  did  more  generally  appear  and 
**  govern  iti  tranfaftions  of  this  nature,  it  would 
**  produce  a  greater  liberty  in  communicating  our 
**  thoughts  about  fome  of  the  more  vogued  and 
**  fafliionable  opinions,  by  exempting  each  other 
*'  from  the  fear  of  ill  treatment  in  the  mod  fenfible 
**  kind.  It  being  too  manifeft  that  the  fame  confi- 
**  dent  infulting  genius  which  makes  a  man  think 
"  himfclf  to  be  competent  to  be  a  ftandard  to  man- 
*'  kind,  would  alfo  make  him  impatient  of  diffcnt, 
*•  and  tempt  him  to  do  worfe  than  reproach  one 
*•  that  differs  from  him,  if  it  were  in  his  power. 
*•  And  the  club  or  faggot  arguments  muft  be  ex- 
**  pefted  to  take  place,  where  what  he  thinks  rational 
"  ones  did  not  do  the  bufinefs.'*  Mr.  Howe  by  his 
publications  in  this  controverfy  rofe  in  efteem  and 
rcfpeft  with  fome;  others,  who  highly  valued  his 
other  publications,  wifhed  that  he  had  left  this  ar- 
gument untouched;  a  third  fet  could  fcarcely  refrain 
from  charging  him,  as  well  as  Dr.  Sherlock,  with 
herefy;  a  term,  by  which  thofe  who  ufe  it  affume  to 
themfelves  orthodoxy  and  infallibility,  and  fix  a 
ftigma  on  fuch  as  differ  from  them.* 

In  the  church.  Dr.  Sherlock's  fcntiments  found 
advocates  as  well  as  opponents.  On  the  feaft  6f 
St.  Simon  and  Judein  1695,  Mr.  Bingham,  reftor 
of  Headbourn- Worthy,  near  Winchefter,  and  a 
fellow  of  Univerfity  college  in  Oxford,  afterwards 
eminent  for  his  laborious  inveftigations  and  learned 

•  Calamy's  Life  of  Howei  p.  198—109. 


182  PISTORY  OF  THE  C.  lU 

publications  on  the  antiquities  of  the  chriftian  church, 
and  for  his  meritorious  fervices  in  behalf  of  the  efta* 
blifliment  to  which  he  belonged,  advanced,  in  a 
fermon  before  the  univerfity,  the  notions  of  Dr. 
Sherlock ;  and  afferted  that  "  there  were  three  infi^ 
*'  nite  diftinft  minds  ^nd  fubftances  in  the  Trinity ; 
"  and  alfo  that  the  three  perfons  in  the  Trinity  were 
**  three  diftinft  minds  or  fpirits,  and  three  individual 
^*  fubftances."  They  who  patronifed  and  embraced 
the  fentiments  of  Dr.  South  were  offended  with 
thefeaffertionsj  and  had  fufficient  influence  to  procure 
a  folemn  decree  in  convocation,  judging,  declaring, 
and  determining  "  the  aforefaid  words  to  be  falfe, 
impious,  arid  heretical ;  difagrccing  with  and 
contrary  to  the  doftrine  of  the  Catholic  church, 
and  efpecially  to  the  doftrine  of  the  Church  of 
^'England  publicly  received.*'  The  realifts,  inftead 
of  yielding  to  the  decifion  and  fentence  of  the  convo^ 
cation,  entered  a  virtual  proteft  againfl:  it;  and 
anfwered,  that  "  what  the  heads  of  Oxford  had 
*'  condemned  as  heretical  and  impious,  was  the  very 
**  Catholic  faith  :  that  the  decree  was  a  cenfure  of 
**  the  Nicene  faith,  and  of  the  faith  of  the  Church 
"  of  England,  as  herefy;  and  expofed  both  to  the 
^^  fcorn  and  triumph  of  the  Socinians.**  Dr.  Sher- 
lock in  particular  faid,  ^'  that  he  would  undertake, 
*^  any  day  in  the  year,  to  procure  a  meeting  of  twice 
^'  as  many  wife  and  learned  men  to  cenfure  theii* 
^^  decree.'** 

''^  Ben  Mordecai's  Letters,  yol.  i.  p.  70.  8vo.  ed. 
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Under  thefc  circumftances,  neither  the  authority 
of  the  univcrfity,  nor  the  folcmnity  with  which  the 
decree  was  iffued,  could  fecure  the  end  propofcd  by 
it.  It  rather  irritated  the  parties,  than  fettled  their 
differences.  Dr.  Tennifon,  who  then  filled  the  fee  of 
Canterbury,  prevailed  with  the  king  to  interpofe  by 
his  authority,  and  to  give  the  royal  fanSion  to  certain 
injunftions  drawn  up  by  himfelf,  and  addreffed  to 
the  arch  biihops  and  bifhops,  to  be  publiflied  in  their 
diocefes,  and  enforced  by  their  epifcopal  authority, 
to  maintain  the  purity  of  the  Chriftian  faith,  and 
prefeire  the  peace  of  the  church.  The  proclama- 
tion direfted,  , 

That  no  preacher  whatfoever  in  his  fermon  or 
lefture  (hould  prefume  to  deliver  any  other  doftrine 
concerning  the  bleffed  Trinity,  than  what  was  con- 
tained  in  the  Holy  Scriptures,  and  is  agreeable  to 
the  three  creeds  and  the  thirty^nine  articles  of 
Religion. 

That  in  the  explication  of  this  doftrine  they 
Ihould  carefully  avoid  all  new  terms,  and  confine 
themfclves  to  fuch  ways  of  explication  as  have  been 
commonly  ufed  in  the  church* 

The  careful  obfervance  of  the  53d  canon,  which 
prohibits  public  oppofition  between  preachers,  and 
cfpecially  bitter  invcftives  and  fcurrilous  language 
againft  all  perfods  whatever,  was  particularly  recom- 
mended. Thcfe  rules  were  alfo  enjoined  on  all  who 
wrote  on  the  difputed  queftions.  Thefe  direftions 
were  not  limited  to  the  clergy  alone  to  govern  their 
conduA  in  the  controverfy,  Init  were  alfo  levelled  at 
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thofe  wHo  were  not  of  the  clerical  body,  but  who, 
it  was  underilood,  had  prefumed  to  talk  and  difpute 
againft  the  Chriftian  faith  concerning  the  doftrine  of 
the  Trinity,  or  had  written  or  publifhed  or  difperfed 
books  and  pamphlets  againft  it :  And  the  clergy  were 
ftriftly  charged  and  commanded,  together  with  all 
other  means  fuitable  to  their  holy  profeifion,  to  ufc 
their  authority  according  to  law  to  reprefs  and  re- 
ftrain  fuch  exorbitant  praftices.* 

No  decree  of  a  council,  no  bull  of  a  pope,  could 
be  more  decidedly  marked  by  claims  to  authority 
over  confcience,  and  to  infallibility  of  judgment  in 
the  enaftors  of  either,  than  were  thefe  royal  injunc- 
tions drawn  up  by  an  epifcopal  pen.  The  royal 
perfonage  from  whofe  court  they  were  given,  and 
the  prelate  whofe  fpirit  diftated  them,  though  credit 
fbould  be  given  to  the  purity  of  their  motives,  forgot 
that  they  were  proteftants.  The  only  part  of  thefc 
injunftions  that  could  poflibly  anfwer  a  valuable  end, 
and  that  properly  fell  within  the  province  of  the 
civil  magiftrate,  was  the  order  to  abftain  from  bitter 
invedlives  and  fcurrilous  language.  The  other  direc- 
tions tended  only  to  overbear  the  judgments  ot  men, 
to  fupprcfs  conviftion,  and  to  reftrain  inquiry. 

The  decree  of  the  univerfiiy  and  the  injunflions 
of  the  king  were  not  merely  dead  letters.  The 
par.tizans  of  orthodoxy  in  that  day  not  only  had 
recourfe  to  cenfures,  but  adopted  vigorous  meafures. 
In  1695  w^^  publifhed  a  traft,  reprinted  by  the 
London  Unitarian  Society  in  1793,  entitled  "  The 
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**  defigned  End  to  the  Socinian  Controverfy  ;  or  a 
rational  and  plain  Difcourfe  to  prove  thai  no  other 
perfon  but  the  Father  of  Chrift  is  God  Mod 
"High:'*  by  Mr.  John  Smith.  *^  The  author 
**  difcovers,"  fays  the  editor  of  the  modern  edition, 
f *  a  very  confiderable  acquaintance  with  the  ChriftiaQ 
**  fcriptures,  and  a  mind  influenced;  by  the  love  of 
**  truth.*'  Thefe  recommendations  did  not  fcreea 
him  or  his  work  from  refentment  and  the  vifita- 
tion  of  power.  The  work  was  feizcd,  and  the 
author  was  apprehended.*  Dr.  Tretewney,  while 
bifhop  of  Exeter,  entered  the  lifts  with  peculiar 
fpirit  againft  thofe  who  were  deemed  to  be  engaged 
in  a  confpiracy  againft  the  catholic  faith,  viz.  Soci- 
nians,  latitudinarians,  and  deniers  of  the  myfteries; 
and  he  proceeded  to  the  extreme  meafure  of  excom- 
municaiingDr .  Bury,  who  had  been  alfo  folemnly 
condemned  by  the  univerfities  for  notorious  herefy.f 
By  thefe  means  the  Trinitarian  controversy  had 
at  laft  a  temporary  fufpenfion  ;  but  not  till  the 
leading  difputants  in  it.  Dr.  Sherlock  and  Dr.  South, 
had  been  ridiculed  in  a  popular  ballad,  called 
•*  The  Battle  Royal.**§  The  various  modes  adopted 

•  Prcfece  to  the  laft  edition. 

t  A  Letter  to  a  Convocation  Man,  1697 ;  afcribed  to  Dr. 
Binckes.  N.  B.  In  a  copy  of  this  tradl  in  Dr.  Williams's  Library, 
Red-Crofs-ftreet,  London,  the  names  of  Trelawney  and  Bury  arc 
inferted  in  the  margin ;  as  one  the  a6tor,  the  other  the  fufferer. 

§  This  ballad  was  tranflated  into  fcTeral  languages,  particularly 
the  Latin,  by  a  curious  hand,  at  the  Univerlity  of  Cambridge  ; 
and  prefents  were  made  to  the  author  by  the  nobility  and  gentry. 
The  ludicrous  ftrain  of  it,  winch  was  very  indecorous,  coniidering 
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for  fupprdling  the  works  of  the  Unitarians  occa* 
fioned  one§  who  had  written  with  acrimony  againft 
the  friends  of  the  Revolution,  to  remark  **  that  ccr- 

the  eminent  and  learned  perfbns  whom  it  reprimands^  and  the 
gravity  of  the  quefldons  debated  by  the  difputants^  is  a  proof  that 
thedifpute  was  regarded  as  the  contention  of  theologues  rather  than 
IS  the  fober  inyeftigation  of  iacred  and  important  truth  ;  and  did 
not  procure  from  all  perfons  refpedk  to  the  divines  concerned  in  it. 
As  it  is  a  document  that  (hews  the  fpirit  of  the  timest  and  the  im- 
preifion  made  by  the  controverfy  on  the  public  mind»  it  may  be 
acceptable  to  the  reader. 

«•  THE  BATTLE  ROYAL," 
To  the  tune  oi  **  A  Soldier  and  a  Sai/$r,'* 


A  dean*  and  a  prebeadaryf 
Had  once  a  vagary ; 
And  were  at  doubtful  ftrife,  fir. 
Who  led  the  better  life,  fir. 
And  was  the  better  man. 

The  dean,  he  faid,  that  truly 
Since  Bluff  was  fo  unruly. 
He'd  prove  It  to  his  face,  fir. 
That  he  had  the  mod  grace,  fir. 
And  §0  the  fight  began,  &c. 

When  Preh  replied,  like  thunder. 
And  roar'd  out,  it  was  no  wonder^ 
Since  Gods  the  dean  had  threk,  fir. 
And  more  by  two  than  he,  fir : 
For  he  had  got  but  one,  &c. 

Now,  while  thefe  two  were  raging. 
And  in  difpute  engaging. 
The  Mailer  of  the  ChartkrI 
'  Said  both  had  caught  a  tartar. 
For  gods,  fir,  there  were  none,  Sec, 

♦  Dr.  Sherlock. 


That  all  the  books  of  Mofes 

Were  nothing  but  fuppofes  { 
That  he  deferved  rebuke,  fir. 
Who  wrote  the  Pentateuch,  fir  ; 
"Twas  nothing  but  a  (ham,  frc. 

That  as  for  Father  Adam, 
With  Mrs.  Eve,  his  madam. 
And  what  the  lerpent  fpake,fir, 
'Twas  nothing  but  a  joke,  fir. 
And  well-invented  flam,  &c. 

That  in  the  Battlk  Royal, 

As  none  could  take  denial. 

The  dame  for  which  they  ftrove,  fir* 

Could  neither  of  them  love,  fir. 

Since  all  had  given  oflfence,  &c. 

She  therefore,  flyly  waiting. 
Left  all  THREE  FOOLS  a  prating; 
And  being  in  a  fright,  fir. 
Religion  took  hel*  flight,  fir 
And  ne'er  was  heard  of  fince.): 

+  Dr.  South. 


1  Dr.  Thomas  Burnet,  mafter  of  the  Charter-Houfe,  who  about  this  tim« 
fuUifiied  his  Archzologia ;  in  which  he  was  charged  by  fome  with  having  iai* 
pugned  and  weakened  the  divine  truths  of  the  Old  Teflament. 

{  South's  Pofthumous  Works,    Memoirs,  p.  izS,— 13^0. 

§  Dr.  Hicke% 
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**  tainly  there  muft  be  foraething  formidabe  in 
**  their  books  and  fome  reafonings  in  them,  which 
**  could  not  be  well  anfwered,  that  fo  much  dili- 
^^  gence  was  ufcd  to  fupprcfsthem."|| 


SECTION  III. 

The  Controversy  about  Justification. 

THE  diffenters  had  scarcely  begun  to  enjoy 
peace,  protection,  and  liberty,  under  the  aufpicious 
influence  of  the  Revolution,  than  they  difagreed 
among  themfelves.  Divifion  and  diffention,  always 
to  be  lamented,  were  in  feveral  views,  at  that  time, 
particularly  difgracefql  and  unfeafonable.  They 
furnifhed  thofe  who  had  prediAed  their  difunion, 
if  they  were  left  to  themfelves,  an  opportunity  of 
infulting  and  reproaching  them.  While  the  flames 
were  breaking  out  in  the  Eftabliflied  Church,  occa<« 
fioned  both  by  religious  and  praAical  animofities, 
if  the  difleoters  had  been  wife  and  temperate  enough 
to  preferve  harmony  and  union  among  themfelves, 
they  would  have  fecured  honour  to  their  principles, 
prefervcd  the  confiftency  of  their  charafter  as  pro- 
teftants,  and  acquired  refpeAability  and  weight  in 
the  ftate.    It  had  been  prefumed,  that  a  foundation 

I  Preface  tp  the  late  edition  cf  Smith's  PiTine  Eodt  A^^*  P*  ^^ 
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for  a  permanent  union  had  been  laid,  and  that  a 
cement  of  their  mutual  interefts  had  been  formed, 
by  the  heads  of  agreement,  to  which  the  body  of 
the  minifters,  both  prefbyterian  and  congregational, 
in  London  and  its  vicinity,  and  in  feveral  parts  of  the 
country,  had  affented  in  1691.*  But  ftrange  as  it 
may  appear,  the  rife  of  their  differences  may  be 
dated,  it  is  faid,  from  that  agreement.  Some  few 
of  the  congregational  denomination  never  either 
approved  of  thofe  heads  of  agreement,  or  concurred 
in  the  union.  They  were  not  fatisfied,  moreover, 
with  refufing  their  confent  to  the  union,  and  pre- 
ferving  their  own  independency  ;  but  were  ailiduous 
in  ufing  their  influence  with  their  brethren,  who 
entertained  the  fame  fentiments  with  themfelves  on 
certain. doftrinal  points,  and  had  joined  the  union,  to 
detach  them  from  it ;  and  they  gave  them  no  reft  till 
this  end  was  affcfted.  The  influence  of  the  united 
minifters  in  London,  on  account  of  fome  differences 
and  animofities  to  which  the  opinions  broached  by 
Mr.  Davis,  of  Rothwell  in  Northampjonfliire,  had 
given  rife,  contributed  on  their  fide  to  heighten 
the  diflfatisfaftion  of  the  others,  to  widen  the 
breach,  and  to  precipitate  a  rupture.  *'  They 
**  afted,*'  fays  Dr.  Calamy,  "  as  if  they  had  been 
**  'Under  the  fecret  influence  of  fome  who  were  fearful 
"  while  the  Eftabliflied  Church  was  divided,  left 
'*  fheir  own  intercft  fliould  gain  a  firm  and  perma- 
^*  nent  union."  It  had  been  obferved  in  Germany, 
that  ^^  the  book  of  concord,''  as  a  plan  of  union 

. .  .  .  f  Se«  tyfo^y  p.  99.  » 
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was  called,  was  the  occafion  of  great  difcbrd ;  fo 
the  attempted  union  among  the  diffenters  was  the 
occafion  of  new  quarrels  and  divifions."*  "" 

Mr.  Davis,  of  Roth  well,  incurred  the  cenfurc  of  his 
brethren  in  the  neighbourhood  for  erroneous  prin- 
ciples and  irregular  praftices.  The  errors  charged 
on  him  were  these  :  *'  That  the  law  of  innocency 
**  was  not  able  to  fave  men  at  first :  That  justification 
**  upon  believing  is  only  a  manifeftation  to  the  con- 
^^  fcience  of  an  antecedent  juftification  ;  and  fo  it 
**  is  not'  the  flatc  of  the  foul,  but  its  fenfe  of  its 
**  (late,  that  is  altered  upon  conversion  :  That  jus- 
**  tifying  faith  is  a  perfuafion  that  our  fins  arc ' 
**  pardoned ;  and  when  it  is  faid  we  believe  for 
**  pardon,  it  is  meant  for  the  knowledge  of  pardon : 
**  That  this  faith  is  not  a  confenting  aft  of  the  will  z 
**  That  the  law  prepares  not  for  converfion,  and  its 
"  conviftions  tend  to  drive  men  farther  from  Chrifl: 
*•  That  the  law  of  the  gofpel  is  the  great  law  of 
**  clefting  grace,  viz.  I  will  have  mercy  on  whom  I 
"will  have  mercy:  That  there  be  no  preparatory 
*'  humblings  in  order  to  faith :  That  we  fhould  begin 
"  our  religion  with  high  confidence  of  our  intereft 
**  in  Chrift,  and  muft  maintain  it  againft  all  chal- ' 
"  lengcs  or  doubts  from  our  fins  or  defefts  :  That' 
they  are  like  Baal's  priefts,  who  put  men  oft 
trying  themfclves  by  fuch  marks,  as  finccrity, 
"univerfal  obedience,  love  to  GoD^and  Christ 
**  and  the  brethren  :  That  all  believers  at  all  timeg 
**  ftand  before  God  without  fin ;  yea,  when  they  arc 

*  Calamy»  p.  s^^9S37*   Howe's  Life^  p.  iZt,  x8a« 
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"  finning  againft  God,  they  are  without  fpot  before 
*'  God  ;  and  when  they  have  finned  and  prayed 
**  for  pardon,  it  is  for  the  difcovery  thereof  to  their 
•^  confcience,  and  not  for  what  is  properly  forgive- 
•*  nefs :  That  Chrift  fulfilled  the  covenant  of  grace 
**  for  us,  and  he  believed  for  us,  as  our  rc- 
**  prefentative.** 

On  the  fubjeft  of  irregular  praflices,  Mr.  Davis 
wasaccufed  offending  forth  preachers  unfit  for  the 
miniftry,  and  not  approved  by  neighbouring  mi« 
nifters ;  of  unchurching  fuch  churches  as  Mid  not 
agree  with  his  exorbitant  methods  and  licentious 
principles  ;  of  wickedly  railing  at  most  of  the  or-* 
thodox  laborious  minifters,  endeavouring  to  the 
mmoft  to  prejudice  the  people  againd  their  perfons 
and  labours,  as  idolatrous,  illegal,  and  antichriftian; 
yea,  of  affirming  that  all  the  churches  had  gone  a 
whoring  from  Chrift,  and  that  he  was  happy  who 
was  the  inftrument  of  breaking  all  the  churches. 
He  was  particularly  prcflcd,  in  one  point,  with  a 
charge  of  holding  an  horrid  opinion,  and  obferving 
au;  unchriftian  pradice  :  it  was,  that  though  he  did 
not  fcruplc  to  baptize  the  children  of  his  own 
people,  yet  he  rebaptized  fuch  adult  members  as 
were  baptized  in  their  infancy  by  any  minifters  of 
the  Church  of  England*  Againft  this  charge 
he  defended  hirafelf  on  thefe  grounds  ;  "  that  if 
^^  any,  the  feed  of  ftrangers,  and  having  no  other 
**  bapiifm  than  that  of  the  public,  defired  to  fubmit 
**  to  the  ordinance,  he  dared  not  to  refufe  it :  for  he 
^*  looked'  on  that  adminiftered  in  public  as  null  and 
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<*  void,  on  two  accounts :  firft,  that  they  and  their  un-^ 
•*  believing  parents  being  in  no  fenfc  or  wife  under 
^^  the  covenant,  baptifm  could  not  be  a  feal ;  and, 
**  if  not  a  fcal,  he  apprehended  it  to  be  nothing, 
**  and  therefore  null  and  void.  And  fecondly,  that 
•*  the  adminiftratt>rs  were  none  of  Chrift's  fending, 
•*  and  that  therefore  what  they  did  in  matters  of 
•*  religion  was  nothing,  as  an  idol  is  nothing." 
Mr-  Davis  argued,  *'  by  parity  of  reafon,  ordinances 
•*  falfcly  adminiftered  arc  nothing ;  and,  though 
**  baptifm  was  performed  by  them  in  the  name  of 
^^  the  Father,  Son,  and  Spirit ;  yet  ftill  they  pro- 
♦^  phefied  lies  in  the  name  of  the  Lord,  for  He 
**  never  fent  them."  The  ftrain  and  fpirit  of  this 
ai&rtion  may  be  confidered  as  a  fpecimen  and  a 
proof  of  the  charge  alleged  againft  Mr,  Davis. 

This  flatement    of  his  principles  and    conduA, 
formed  part   of  a     declaration   publifhed  by  the 
*'  UnitedBrethren,"  at  the  inftigation  of  the  mi- 
nifters  in  the  country,  to  counteraft  the  fpread  of 
his  fentiments,  and  in  teftimony  of  their  own  fidelity 
and  zeal  for  the  truth  of  Chrift.     In  this  declaration 
they  expreffed  their  thoughts  concerning  his  doftrines^ 
and  pra6tices,and  entered  theirproteft  againft  them,  as- 
repugnant  to  the  gofpel,  to  the  doftrine  of  the  Church 
of  England,  and  to  other  confeflions,  to  which  they 
had  given  their  affcnt.     They  alfo  ftigmatized  hir 
principles,   as  furniftiing  "  ftrong   temptations    to- 
**  carnal  fecurity  and  Jibertinifm ;   as  Satan's  fiery 
"  darts,  whereby  he  endcavoureth  the  ruin  of  thofc 
*^  fouls  who  are  lefs  fubjeA  to  other  fnares;  and 
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a^  what  would  deftroy  the  miniftry  which  Chrift 
**  hath  appointed  and  profpered  to  the  converfiod 
**  of  finners.**  They  difowned  Mr.  Davis  himfelf, 
as  neither  then  nor  at  any  former  time  efteemed  to 
be  of  the  number  of  the  united  brethren. 

The  concluding  paragraph  of  this  declaration  U' 
ftrongly  cxpreiEve  of  the  views  and  fpirit  of  thofcf 
who  publilhed   it,  as  to  the  fubjeft  before  them. ' 
♦*  It  is  our  grief/'   they  fay,   "  that  a  man  (hould^ 
"  with  meer  falfehood,  clamour,  arid  noife,  prevail 
**  fo  far  :  It  is  no  lefs  our  wonder,  that  he  flhioilld ' 
**  generally  fet  up  for  the  only   gofpel   preacher, 
"  reviling  moft  others  j  and  yet  when  charged  with 
**  his  affertions,  he   at  times  attempts,  to  unintelli* 
*^  gent  perfons,  to  reduce  thofe  abominable  affer- 
**  tions  to  what  is  the  general  opinion  of  fuch  as  he 
**  expofeih.     But  we  (hall  earneftly  pray  for  his 
*^  repentance ;  and     in   the  mean  time,    that  that 
**  fcripiure  may  be  verified  in  him,  t  Tim.  iii.  9. 
^'  *  He  (hall  proceed  no  further,  but  his  folly  (hall  be 
*•  manifeft  to  all  men  :*  which  we  are  encouraged  to 
^^  hope  the  fudden  accompli(hment  of,  (ince  he  is 
^'  given  up  to  fuch  trifling  vifions,  enthufiaftic  pre- 
**  tences,  felf-contradiftions,  higheft  arrogancy  and 
**  infolence,  and  many  are  awakened  to  fee  the  wiles 
**  of  the  Devil  by  their  vifible  effe<5ts ;  and  moft 
**  perfons  fit  to  judge  thereof  agree,  it  cannot  be  the  v 
"  intereft  of  Chrift  that  he  ferves,  by  the  fpirit  he 
*'  difcovers,  and  the  public  fcandal  and  mifchiefs  he 
**  fo  induftrioufly  promotes.''* 

•  Calamy,  vol.  i.  p.  51a — 5x4. 
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The  reader  will  judge  how  far  the  air  of  infallibi- 
lity, and  the  tone  of  authority,  which  fuch  a  decla- 
ration carries  in  ir^  are  calculated  to  convince  or  to 
conciliate.  It  is  certain,  that  this  paper  had  not  the 
cflFeft  which  it  was  meant  to  produce.  Difcontents 
cxifted  among  the  united  brethren  themfelves,  and  a 
difference  of  opinion  about  fomedodrinal  points  foon 
difcovered  itfclf  on  an  occafion  which  their  fagacity 
could  not  aiiticipate,  nor  their  influence  prevent. 

During  the  unhappy  times  of  the  civil  wars,  the 
fubjeft  of  Juftification  had  been  warmly  controverted 
by  writers  of  the  feveral  religious  parties :  who 
difagreed  in  their  ideas  on  the  meaning,  not  of  the 
word  ^^  juJiificatioY^^  only,  but  of  the  terms  ^^  faith 
*'  and  good  works,"  and  in  their  conftniftion  of 
the  language  of  the  apoftlesTaul  and  James  on  this 
fubjeft.  Contefts  were  flarted^  that  could  have  no 
objedlbut  to  divide  and  alienate:  various  hypothefes 
were  formed,  which  obfcured  the  points  that  they 
were  meant  to  elucidate:  and  the  fenCe  of  the  apofto- 
lical  writers  was  perplexed  by  abundance  of  learned 
fophiftry.  Some  who  appeared  in  this  controverfy 
were  cenfured  as  leaning  to  popery  or  judaifm ; 
others  were  regarded  as  advocates  of  antinomianifm 
and  libertinifm ;  fome  again  were  charged  with 
pclagianifm  and  focinianifm  ;  and  others,  laftly,  were 
confidered  as  advancing  the  principles  of  manichseifm 
and  fatalifm.  The  queftions  connefted  with  this 
controverfy  had  been  agitated,  with  much  con- 
tention, for  about  twenty  years,  when  they  attracted 
the  attention  of  Mr.  afterwards  Bifliop  Bull ;  then 
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26  years  of  age,  and  engaged  his  clofe  enquiries  and 
affidnous  ftudy  during  eight  or  nine  years.  The 
refult  of  his  inveiligation  was  the  publication  of  a 
work  in  Latin,  entitled  "Harmonia  Apoftolica/' 
Jp§/iolical  Harmony  ;  confiding  of  two  differtations, 
the  firft  to  explain  and  defend  the  doflrine  of  James 
on  juftification,  the  fecond  to  demonftratc  the 
agreement  and  harmony  of  Paul  with  him  on  this 
point.  The  particular  defign  of  the  firfl:  differtation 
was  to  (hew  "  that  good  works  which  proceed 
**  from  faith,  are  a  neceffary  condition  required  from 
•*  us  by  God,  to  the  end  that  by  the  ne\^  and 
**  evangelical  covenant  obtained  by  and  fealed  in 
^^  the  blood  of  Chrift,  the  mediator  of  it,  we  ma/ 
•*  be  juftificd  according  to  his  free  and  unmerited 
**  grace/* 

Though  our  young  divine  fettled  his  own  judg- 
ment, he  was  not  equally  fuccefsful  in  his  endeavours 
to  bring  others  to  difcern  and  acknowledge  the 
truth  of  thofe  conclufions  on  the  point,  to  which  he 
had  himfelf  been  led  by  his  review  of  the  fcriptures 
and  of  primitive  antiquity:  for  notwithftanding 
all  his  caution  in  difcufling  a  fubjeft  which  the 
difputations  of  tlieologians  had  rendered  abftrufe, 
his  performance  created  alarm  both  in  the  church 
and  out  of  it.  His  interpretations  of  the  facred 
writers,  and  his  method  of  reconciling  the  two 
apoftles,  were  tried  by  the  correfpondence  which 
they  bore  to  the  fentiments  of  Luther  and  Calvin, 
whofe  names,  as  the  two  apoftles  of  the  Reforma- 
tion, carried  with  them  an   undue  and  overbearing 
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influence.     Though  the  evidence  and  ftrength  o( 
his  arguments  appeared  to  fome  in  a  clear  and  con- 
vincing light,  hard  cenfurcs  were  pafled  by  others 
on   the  work  and  its   author;    and   the  doftrincs 
maintained  in  it  were  condemned   as  pernicious  and 
heretical,  contrary  to  the  decrees  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  of  all  other  reformed  chuches.     Dr. 
Morley,  bifhop  of  Winchefler,  in  a  charge  to  his 
clergy,  prohibited  the  reading  of  Mr.  BulPs  work  j 
fome  heads  of  houfes  in  the  univerfities  and  fomc 
tutors  warned  the  (Indents  againft  it.     Dr.  Barlow, 
Margaret  profeflbr  at  Oxford,  and  afterwards  bifliop 
of  Lincoln,   and  Dr.  TuUy,  principal  of  Edmund's 
IJall,    an  eloquent  and  learned  writer^  were  the 
moft  zealous  to  oppofc  the  pacific  method  which  it 
offered  in   order  to   reconcile  the  diflferent  fyftcms 
about  attaining  falvation.  Among  the  diffenters,  Mr* 
Jofeph  Truman,  educated  in  the  diftinguifliing  doc-* 
trines  that  were  ratified  by  the  Weftminfter  Affembly, 
and  Mr.  Tombes,  a  learned  baptift  minifter,  animad- 
verted on  the  "  Apoftolical  Harmony,"  as  if  a  blow 
had  been  aimed  by   it  at  the  ground-work  of  the 
Reformation.     About  a  year  after  it  was  ptiblifhed^ 
a  copy  of  it  was  fcnt  to  the  author  with   marginal 
annotations  and  animadverfions  from  the  hands  of 
his  diocefan  Dr.  Nicholfon,  bifliop  of  Gloucefter ; 
written,  it  was  afterwards  difcovered,  by  Mr.gflharles 
Gatakcr,  the  fpn  of  the  learned  critic  of  that  name, 
whofc  zeal  for  the  principles  which  he  had  received, 
as  auihencic  explications  of  the  gofpeljn  ihefyfl:eitis 
that  he  had  fludied,  neither  permitted  him  to  think 
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fcdately,  nor  to  write  with  temper.     Dr.  Lewis  do 
Moulin,  fon  of  the  famotis  Peter  du  Moulin,  an 
independent,   likewife  attacked  with   great  feverity 
the  principles  and  opinions  advanced  by  Mr.  Bull, 
in  a  pamphlet,  entitled,  *^  A  fhort  and  true  Account 
•*  of  the  feveral  advances   the  Church  of  England 
•*  Tiath  m'adc  towards  Rome  j  or  a  model  of  the 
•*  grounds  upon   which  the  papifts,  for  ihefe  hun- 
**  dred  years,  have  built  their  hopes  and  expeSations 
**  that  England  would  ere  long  return  to  popery/* 
London,  1680.     This  traft  contained  alfo  virulent 
retfeftions  on  feveral  eminent  divines  of  the  Church 
of  England.  *     The  ground  of  the  ftrain  in  which 
this  pamphlet  and  others  hi  this  controverfy  were 
written',  was,  that  the   folifidian   doftrine  was  re- 
garded  by  many  as  the  main  pillar  of  proteftantifm  ; 
which  being   once  fhaken,   it  was   thought,  there 
could  be  no  poflibility  of  its   bearing  up  its  head 
againft  popery,  or  of  juftifying  the  proceedings  of 
Luther  and  the  other  firft  reformers.      With  this 
traft,  the  controverfy,  which  had  been  continfled  for 
ten  years,    was   terminated :  as   Mr.    Bull   did  not 
judge  ft  neccflary   to  reply.     He  had  particularly 
and  fully  anfwered    the  other   writers,   who  had 
animadverted  on  his  "  Apoftolical  Harmony.'*     His 

*  It  Qught  to  be  mentioned  to  the  honour  qf  Dr.  Moufin,  and 
as  a  pFeaing  inftance  of  candour  and  ingenuoufnefs,  that  on  his 
death-bed,  foon  after  the  appearance  of  his  pamphlet,  he  retra<5led 
aH  the  perfonal  refledlions  which  he  had  cail  in  his  book  upon  any 
divine  of  the  Church  of  England ;  and  dirc<5led  his  retradation  to  be 
made  public  after  his  death.  This  was  accordingly  done.  Nelfon'» 
Xife  of  Bilhop  Bull,  p.  254.. 
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biographer  fays,  **  that  with  a  very  laudable 
**  diligence  he  fparcd  no  pains,  that  he  might  tho- 
roughly and  impartially  examine  all  that  his  adver- 
fary  could  bring  againft  him:  nor  could  ix  be  denied, 
that  he  made  fuch  juft  and  reafonable  conceflions, 
*•  as  rendered  his  own  caufe  the  ftronger,  while  they 
"  yielded  to  the  oppofite  that  which  it  might  lawfully 
**  demand."  In  the  difcuffions  which  originate^ 
with  his  work,  the  meaning  of  the  terms,  "juftifica- 
**  tion,  faith,  and  good  works,**  was  canvaffed.  The 
nature  of  the  Mofaic  law,  and  of  its  promifes  and 
threatenings,  came  lender  examination.  Xhefe  were 
proper  fubjeOs  of  enquiry  ;  ^nd  the  inyefligation  pf 
them  tended  to  elucidate  the  fcriptures,  a^d  to  pl^^e 
the  matter  in  debate  on  fcriptural  authority,  its  juft 
and  only  obligatory  ground.  But  with  the  dif- 
cuffions on  thefe  points  were  blended  fyftematic 
principles  and  fcholaftic  niceties.  It  muft  be  added, 
to  the  difgrace  of  thofe  who  wrote  in  it,  though 
too  much  in  the  fpirit  of  all  times  and  of  a]l 
controverfies,  that  their  pens  were  often  dipped  ia 
gall,  and  their  arguments  wjere  accompanied  with 
heavy  cjiarge$  and  invidious  imputatioiis.  "  Th,e 
**  heft  caufe  in  the  world  may  be  run  down  with 
**  clamour  and  confidence  ;  but  truth  is  never  better 
"  fupported,  than  by  being  mpdeftly  and  fimply 
"  propofed,  with  the  arguments  for  and  againft  it 
**  fairly  reprefented,  without  refleftion  upon  any  for 
*'  not  thinking  after  the  fame  manner  with  us.*** 

*  For  a  full,  candid^and  fuccin<5l  review  of  this  controverfy^  jfj 
Nelfon's  I-ifc  of  Bifhop  Bull,  p.  89— »57- 
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Thccontroverfy  which  was  begun  intheEftablifhed 
Church,  and  revived  by  the  pubh'cation  of  Bull's 
"  Harmonia  Apoftolica,"  was  «ilfo   taken  up  by  the 
diffenters,   and  conduced  with  much  warmth.     So 
far  back  as  the  year  1649,  M^-  Baxter  had  difcuffed 
the  queftions  concerning  the  doftrine  of  jultification, 
in  a  treatife,  entitled,  "  Aphorifms  of  Juftification  and 
**  the  Covenants/*     Exceptions  were  made  to  this 
work  ^t  its  firft  appearance.     It  excited  much  atten- 
tion ;  became  a  fubjeft  of  obloquy  with  many;  and 
feveral  learned  men,  as  Dr.  John  Wallis,  Mr.  Geo, 
Lawfon,  Mr.  John  Warren,  and  Mr.  Chriftopher 
Cartwright,  employed  their  pens  in  animadverting 
upon  it.     The  "  Aphorifms'*  were  particularly  an- 
fwered  by  Mr.  John  Crandon,  of  Fawley  in  Hamp* 
fliire,  in  a  book,  which  he  infcribed,  *'  Mr.  Baxter^s 
*'  Aphorifms  exorcifed  ;'*    and  by  Mn  Wra.  Eyre, 
of  Salifbury,  in  his  "  Vindicias  Juftificationis  gra- 
*'  tuitSB.**     Some  of  thefe   writers  delivered    their 
fcntiments   at  the   defire  of  Mr.    Baxter  himfclfj 
upon  which   he   publiftied  his  fufpenfion  of   thefe 
aphorifms;  then    his  fuller  explication  and  defence 
of  them  in  his    *'  Apology  ;"    and  afterwards  an 
additional  explication   and  defence  of  them,  in  his 
"  Confeffion  of  Faith,"  and  in  his  "  Difputations  of 
*^  Juflification.'*     On  his  part   the  controverfy  was 
agitated,  at  different  times,  for  forty  years.     In  one 
of  his  publications,  during  this  period,   he  entered 
the  lifts  with  Dr.  Tully,  one  of  Bifliop  Bull's  oppo- 
nents, in  "  A  Treatife  of  Juftifying  Righteoufnefs, 
"  in  two  books/'  in  1676.     In  this  work,  though 
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he  fometimes  acknowledged  the  doftor  to  be  a  very 
worthy  perfon,  yet  he  hefitaied  not  to  charge  his 
**  Juflificatio  Paulina**  as  being  "  defedive  in  point 
'^  of  truth,  juftice,  charity,  ingenuity,  and  pertinency 
*^  to  the  matter/*  "  It  was  the  unhappinefs  both  of 
Mr.  Baxter  and  Dr.  Tully,**  obferves  Mr.  IJifelfon, 
that  they  gave  but  too  much  reafon  for  the  impu- 
tation, under  which  they  both  equally  lay,  of 
**  being  angry  writers.**  Bull,  Bellarmin,  who 
alfo  wrote  on  the  fame  fubjeft,  and  Baxter,  were 
confidered  and  reprefented  by  Dr.  Tully  as  "  the 
^*  three  great  adverfaries  of  the  faith,**  engaged  ip 
**  a  triple  league**  to  overthrow  it.* 

After  the  controverfy,  as  it  had  been  handled  by 
fome  writers  whom  we  have  mentioned,  had  fubfided, 
it  revived  again  amongft  the  diffentcrs,  and  feems 
to  have  been  confined  within  their  pale.  It  was 
occafioned  by  the  republication  of  the  works  of 
Dr.  Crifp,  by  his  fon  Mr.  Samuel  Crifp,  fanftioned 
by  the  names  of  feveral  prefby terian  and  independent 
minifters.  When  they  were  firft  publifl^cd,  the 
affembly  of  divines  at  Weftminfter  defired  them  to 
be  burnt.  The  author  was  a  man  of  great  piety, 
and  exemplary  purity  of  charafter;  but  the  fenti* 
ments  that  he  advanced  and  defended  were,  with 
reafon,  confidered  as  very  pernicious  in  their  ten-r 
dency,  and  as  opening  a  door  for  great  licen- 
tioufnefs  of  manners  in  thofe  whom  their  paffions 
might  difpofe  to  aft  upon  the  ftrift  letter  of  them. 

Dr.  Crifp*s  fcheme  is  ftated  to  be  this  :  "  That  by 
*•  Gop's  mere  clefting  decree,  all  faving  blcffwgs 
*  Nellbn'sLife  ofBolIi  p.a4a-*^54« 
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**  argby  divine  obligation  made  ours,  and  nothing 
**  more  is  needful  to  our  title  to  thefc  bleffings : 
*'  That  on  the  crofs  all  the  fins  of  the  eleft  were 
**  transferred  to  Chrift,  and  ceafed  ever  to  be  their 
**  fins:  That  at  the  firft  moment  of  conception,  a 
**  titltfto  thefe  decreed  bleflings  is  perfonally  applied 
**  to  the  elcft,  and  they  inverted  aflually  therein. 
**  Hence  theeleft  have- nothing  to  do,  in  order  to  an 
*'  intereft  in  thefe  bleflSngs;  nor  ought  they  to  intend 
*'  the  leaftgood  to  themfelves  in  what  they  do:  fin 
*'  can  do  them  no  harm,  becaufe  it  is  none  of  theirs ; 
**  nor  can  God  afflift  them  for  any  fin.*' 

On  his  fcheme  it  was  affirmed,  "  That  fins  are  not 
**  to  be  feared  as  doing  any  hurt,  even  when  the 
"  moft  flagitious  are  committed .  Grace  and  holinefs 
**  cannot  do  us  the  leaft  good.  God  has  no  more 
**  to  lay  to  the  charge  of  the  wickcdeft  men,  if  they 
**  be  elefted,  than  he  has  to  lay  to  the  charge  of  a 
**  faint  in  glory.  That  the  eleft  are  not  to  be  governed 
**  by  fear  or  hope;  for  the  laws  have  no  promifes  or 
**  threats  to  rule  them  ;  nor  arc  they  under  the  im- 
**  preflions  of  rewards  or  punifliments,  as  motives  to 
**  duty,  orprefervaiives  againftfin."* 

Thefe  fentiments  were  ftiled  Antinomian,  as  im^ 
pugning  the  excellence  and  fubverting  the  obligations 
of  the  law.  They  exhibit  an  overftrained  conftruc- 
tion  of  Luther's  doftrine,  which  reprefents  the 
merits  of  Chrift  as  the  fource  of  man's  falvaiion;  and 
of  Calvin's  doftrine  refpefting  divine  decrees.  Were 
there  not  reafon  to  fuppofe  that  the  advocate  for  them 

♦  Dr.  Williams's  Gofpcl  Truth,  p.  6,  7,  8. 
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was  fincere,  though  mifled,  one  fliould  be  ready  to 
impute  to  him  an  invidious  defign  to  caricature  the 
opinions  of  thofe  reformers,  and  to  expofe  them  to 
indignation  or  contempt.  Thefe  opinions  fprung 
up  in  Germany,  and  were  broached  by  John  Agri- 
cola,  a  native  of  Aifleben,  and  an  eminent  doftor  of 
the  Lutheran  church.  His  followers  were  called 
Antinomians  ^  i.e.  "  Enemies  of  the  law.**  This  feft 
was  fuppreffed  in  its  infancy  by  the  fortitude,  watch- 
fulnefs,  and  influence  of  Luther:  and  Agricola 
acknowledged  and  renounced  his  pernicious  fyftcm ; 
though  he  is  faid  to  have  returned  to  his  errors, 
and  to  have  preached  them  again  with  fuccefs-  after 
the  death  of  Luther.* 

Thefe  opinions  had  for  many  years  lain  dormant 
in  England,  when  the  republication  of  Dr.  Crifp's 
works  in  or  about  1690  revived  them,  and  gave  them 
a  new  and  wide  circulation,  efpccially  among  the 
nonconformifts,  whofe  liberties  were  threatened  on 
this  account.  Under  the  conduft  of  Mr.  Davis  the 
flame  broke  out  with  peculiar  violence,  and  fpread 
through  eleven  counties.  Judicious  and  faithful  mi- 
•  nifters,  who  inculcated  the  neceflity  and  obligations  of 
righteoufnefs,  were  deferted,  and  reproached  as  Icgal- 
ifts ;  churches  -were  divided,  and  town  and  country 
were  filled  with  debates  and  noife.  So  high  did  the 
ferment  rife,  fo  widely  did  the  infeftion  fpread  in  the 
city  of  London,  that  if  a  minifter  among  the  prcfbytc- 
rians  preached  a  fermon  in  which  hope  was  placed  on 
conditional  promifes,  or  the  fear  of  fin  was  prefled  bj 
*  Mofheim's  EcclefiafUcal  Hiftory,  vol.  it.  p.  1^ 
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the  (divine  threatenings,  he  was  immediately  con- 
demned and  cenfured  as  an  enemy  to  Chrift  and  free 
grace.  This  cenforioufncfs  and  violence  of  temper 
Ihewed  itfelf  particularly  amongft  the  independents 
and  baptifts.  One  of  the  lefturers  at  Pinner's  Hall 
preaching  on  repentance  as  necelTary  to  the  remiffion 
of  fins,  that  pulpit  was  foon  filled  with  the  harflieft 
ctnfures  againft  the  prelbyterians.* 

Many  of  the  minifters  of  that  perfuafipn  folicited 
Mr.  afterwards  Dr.  Daniel  Williams,  to  confute  the 
principles  of  Dr.  Crifp.  This  he  undertook  to  do; 
and  entered  on  his  talk  firft  in  a  fermon  at  Pinner's 
Hall;*  and  then  in  a  treatife,  entitled, "  Gofpel  Truths 
•*  ftated  and  vindicated.*'  The  method  in  which 
this  work  was  drawn  up,  was  to  (late  the  truth  and^ 
error  under  each  head  ;  to  prove  the  latter  to  be  the 
opinion  of  Dr.  Crifp  ;  then  to  (hew  wherein  the 
diflference  di4  not  lie;  and  this  being  done,  to  declare 
in  what  the  real  and  proper  difference  did  confift. 
Having  thus  explained  and  Hated  the  cafe,  the  author 
confirmed  the  truth,  which  was  oppofed  to  a  fpecific 
error,  by  the  rule  of  faith  received  by  both  fides. 
To  the'direft  proofs  were  added  corroborating  teftiJ* 
monies  from  the  approved  catechifms  and  confcflions 
both  of  the  prelbyterian  and  independent  body,  viz. 
thofe  of  the  affembly  at  Weftminfter,  of  the  fynod 
of  New  England,  and  of  the  congregational  elders 
at  the  Savoy,  bcfides  thofe  of  fuch  particular  authors 
as  were  generally  efteemed  orthodox.  And,  laftly, 
be  inveftigated  the  ground  of  Dr.  Crifp's  miftake. 

*  Gofpel  Truth,  preface,  p^  47;  and  Bifhop  Bull's  Life  p.  a6os 
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This  plan  of  difcuffion  was  applied  to  about  twenty- 
fix  points;  it  was  executed  with  plainnefs  and  fiiii- 
plicity,  and  matters  were  ftated  with  fuch  fairnefs 
and  impartiality,  that  his  adverfaries  did  not  deteft 
one  inftance  in  which  the  opinions  of  the  doftor 
were  mifreprefented  or  miftaken.  J  The  author  him- 
felf  declared,  that  he  had  carefully  avoided  any 
reflexion  on  the.  Rev.  Dr.  Crifp ;  *'  whom,'*  he 
added,  *'^  I  believe  a  holy  man ;  and  have  abftained 
**  cxpofing  many  things  according  to  the  advantages 
**  offered,  if  by  any  means  this  book  may  become 
^'  ufeful  to  fuch  as  mod  need  it/* 

The  points  connefled  with  the  controverfy,  and 
difcuffed  in  this  treatlfe,  through  as  many  chapters 
as  the  propofitions  amounted  to,  are  "  the  ftate  of 
**  the  eleft  before  eflfeftual  calling :  God's  laying  fins 
"  on  Chrifl: :  the  difcharge  of  the  cleft  from  fins, 
**  upon  their  being  laid  on  Chrift :  the  eleft  ceafing 
''  to  be  finners  from  the  time  their  fins  were  laid  on 
"  Chrift:  the  time  when  our  fins  were  laid  on  Chrift, 
"  and  continued  there:  God's  feparation  from  and 
*'  abhorrence  of  Chrift,  while  our  fins  lay  upon  him: 
*^  the  change  of  perfon  between  Chrilt  and  the  elefi: 
"  the  nature  of  faving  faith,  the  free  offer  of  Chrift 
"to  finners,  and  of  preparatory  qualifications; 
'^  union  with  Chrift  by  faith :  juftification  by  faith, 
"  with  a  digreffion  about  repentance  :  the  nccefllty 
**  and  benefit  of  holinefs,  obedience,  and  good 
*^  works,  with  perfcverance  therein:  intending  our 
"  fouPs  good  by  the  duties  wc  perform:  the  way, 

I  Bi(hop  Bull'$  Life,  p.  a6x. 
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**  10  attain  affurancc :  God's  feeing  fins  in  believers, 
''  and  their  guilt  by  it :  the  hurt  that  fin  may  do  the 
**  believers:  God*s  difpleafiire  for  fin,  in  the  afflic- 
^*  tions  of  his  people  :  the  beauty  of  fincere  holincfs: 
*^  Gofpel  preaching  :  legal  preaching  :  exalting  of 
**  Chrift :  the  honour  of  the  free  grace  of  God/* 

Dr.  Williams  has  been  confidcred  as  Mr.  Baxter's 
fucceffor  in  the  management  of  thefe  difputes  ;  add 
he  incurred  the  fame  fevere  cenfures  as  had  befallen 
that  eminent  writer,  being  accufed  of  maintaining 
opinions  inconfiflent  with  the  doftrine  of  Chrift's 
fatisfaftion,  and  yielding  up  the  caufe  to  the  focinians. 
Names  that  carried  an  odium  with  them  were  very 
freely  beftowed  on  him;  as  if  it  were  more  the  ftudy 
of  the  partifans  of  T>r.  Crifp's  opinions  to  expofc 
thofe  with  whom  they  had  the  difpute  to  reproach 
and  obloquy,  than  to  examine  their  arguments  and 
difcover  truth. 

Dr.  Williams's  work  was  firft  publiflied  in  1692, 
with  teftimonials  of  approbation  by  Dr.  Bates,  Mr. 
Howe,  Mr.  Alfop,  Mr.  Shower,  and  twelve  other 
drffenting  minifters.  The  names  of  double  that 
number  were  added  to  the  fecond  edition.  This 
was  fucceeded  by  a  third  edition,  with  other  names; 
to  which  a  large  poftfcript  was  added,  for  elucidating 
fundry  truths.  [| 

Dr.  Chauncy,  and  feveral  who  coincided  with  hfm 
in  opinions,   animadverted  on  Dr.  Williams's  pcr- 

[|  Mr.  Orton  recommended  the  treatife  of  Dr.  Williams  as  th<j^ 
bed  that  he  knew,  to  enable  a  perfon  to  judge  of  thofe  controvcrlics. 
**  He  is/*  Mr.  Orton  added,  "  the  cleareft,  faireft  controverfial 
"  writjer  I  am  acquainted  with.*'  Letters  to  a  young  Clergymaii| 
letter  xv» 
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forraance:  to  whom  Dr.  Williams  replied,  in 
"  A  Defence  of  Gofpel  Truth/'  a  performance 
which  fecured  the  approbation  of  able  judges.  But 
notwithftanding  the  conviftion  which  it  carried  to 
feme  minds,  it  did  not  give  the  fame  fatisfaftion  to 
all.  Mr.  Mather,  an  independent  minifter,  publilhed 
a  fermon  on  juftification,  in  which  he  afferted  that 
believers  were  as  righteous  as  Chrift  himfelf;  that 
the  covenant  of  grace  was  not  conditional";  with  other 
opinions  of  the  fame  tenor.  Dr.  Williams  anfwered 
him  in  a  traft,  entitled,  *^  Man  made  Righteous.'* 
To  this  work  no  one  replied.* 

On  the  publication  of  Dr.  Williams's  "  Gofpcl 
**  Truth,"  inftead  of  its  ferving  to  compofe  the  dif- 
ferences which  had  broken  out  among  the  lefturers 
at  Pinner's  Hall,  a  new  and  great  clamour  was  raifed; 
particularly  on  account  of  the  interpretation  given  to 
Phil.  iii.  9.  At  length  a  paper  of  objeftions  to  that 
work,'figned  by  Mr.  Griffith,  Mr.  Cole,  Mr.  Mather, 
Mr.  Chauncy,  Mr.  Trail,  and  Mr.  Richard  Taylor,  * 
was  delivered  at  a  meeting  of  the  united  miniftcrs.  u/ 
But  no  cognizance  was  taken  of  it.  .  The  reafons  of 
paffing  it  over  without  notice  were,  that  three  of  the 
fix  objeftors  were  not  of  the  union;  and  that  the 
material  objeftions  were  not  only  confidered  to 'be 
ungrounded,  but  were  expreffcd  in  words  as  recited 
from  Dr.  Williams's  work,  which  were  quite  con- 
trary to  the  letter  of  the  expreffions.f  The  doftor 
examined  the  paper  in  a  poftfcript  to  a  third  edition 

*  Bifhop  Bull's  Life,  p.  269. 
•f  Dr.  Williams^s  Works,  vol.  iv.  p.  3«»— 3»4* 
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of  hi^  traft,  and  fully  confidcrcd  the  obje(5Hons  it 
exhibited.     But  the  filencc  with  which   the  united 
minifters  treated  it,  gave  umbrage  5  and  Dr.  Chauncy, 
at  a  meeting  about  Oftober  1692,  ufing  many  warm 
words,  affigned  this  neglcft  as  a  reafou  for  leaving 
their  meetings,  and  breaking  off  from  their  union- 
The  more  candid  and  pacific  ftudied  healing  expe- 
dients; and  after  much  confideration  fixed  on  certain 
doftrinal  articles,   to  which  both  fides  agreed  and 
fubfcribed,  Dec.  16,    1692.     Thefe  were  publiflicd 
to  the  world  under  the  title  of  *^  The  Agreement  in 
^*  Doctrine  among    the    Diffenting    Minifters    in 
*'  London.*'     This  paper  was  far  from  anfwering 
the  conciliatory  end  that  was  expected  from  it.     The 
debates  continued :    one    party    was  fufpected  of 
verging  towards  arminianifm,  and  even  focinianifm. 
Thechargeof  encouraging  antinomianifm  was  retorted 
on  the  other  party.     Separate  weekly  meetings  were 
held.     New  creeds  were  framed ;    Jbut   they   were 
objected  to  by  fome  or  others  "  as  too  large  or  too 
**  ftrait,  too  full  or  too  empty.*'     Different  papers 
were  drawn  up  and  fubfcribed,  to  effect  an  accommo- 
modation :    but    they   created  new  altercations  and 
fomented  new  differences.     It  feemed  to  be  the  aim 
and  wifh  of  fome,  that  they  might  be  thought  to 
differ  from  their  brethren,  whether  they  really  did  fo 
or  not.     The  contending  parties,  in  fome  inflances 
at  leafl,  fancied  their  mutual  differences  to  be  greater 
than  in  fact  they  were.     A  letter  was  publifhed  in 
4to.    entitled,    «'  A   Vindication  of  the  Proteftant 
*'  Doctrine   concerning    Juflification,    and    uf    its 


C.  II.  PROTESTANT    DISSENTERS.  20? 

*'  preachers  and  profcffors,  from  the  unjuft  charge 
"  of  Antinomianifra."  But  the  hopes  of  free 
brotherly  correfpondencc  vaniflied  away.||  "  Such 
**  were  the  eflfects  of  thefe  wrangles  at  that  time," 
obferves  Dr.  Calamy,  '*  upon  the  moft  common 
^*  converfation,  and  fo  odd  do  the  controverfies  that 
**  were  then  managed  appear,  if  reviewed  at  a 
**  diftance,  as  to  convince  confideratc  obfervers  that 
**  there  is  no  fuch  enemy  to  peace  as  jealoufy  en^ 
^^  couraged,  and  that  indulged  fufpicion  is  an  endlefs 
*'  fund  of  contention.*** 

Though  the  controverfy  arofe  amongft,  and  was 
-confined  to,  the  difienters;  yet  an  appeal  was  made  to 
'the  judgment  of  two  celebrated  divines  in  the  efta- 
blifhed  church,  Dr.  Stillingfleetbifliop  of  Worcefter, 
and  Dr.  Jonathan  Edwards,  lately  the  principal  of 
Jefus  college,  Oxford. 

One  point  of  debate  which  was  darted  in  the 
difputes  of  the  day,  related  to  a  commutation  of 
perfons  between  Chrifl:  and  believers.  This,  it  was 
alleged,  Dr.  Siillingfleet  had  affcried  and  fupportcd 
in  hisanfwer  to  Grotius  on  the  dodlrine  of  Chrift's 
fatisfaftion  j  and  this  Dr.  Williams  was  charged  with 
denying,  becaufe  he  had  denied  what  Dr.  Crifp 
called  a  change  of  perfon,  (not  perfons  in  the  plural) 
/.  e.  a  change  of  condition  and  ftate  between  Chrifl: 
and  a  fmner ;  Chrifl  thereby  becoming  as  finful  as 
we,  and  we  as  righteous  as  he.     Dr.  Williams  was 

II  Calamy,  vol.  i.  p.  515*  516;  Calamy 'a  Life  of  Howe,  p.  1S3; 
Ncffon's  Life  of  Bifliop  Bull,  p.  460—263. 

*  Life  of  Howe,  p.  184. 
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induced,  on  this  reprefcDtation  of  his  fentimcnis^  to 
addrefs  a  letter  to  the  bifhop,  rcquefting  his  judg- 
ment oil  three  queftions :  i .  What  was  his  fenfe  of 
commutation  of  perfons  ?     2.  Whether  the  author 
of '*Gofpel  Truth*'  was  chargeable' with  focinianifm? 
and  3.  Whether  Dr.  Crifp's   fenfe  concerning  the 
change  of  perfon  or  perfons  were  true  or  falfe  ?    He 
Ibpported  his  requeil  by  urging  that  his  lordfliip's 
fentiraents  were  pleaded  againft  him.     Mr.  Lob,  oiic 
of  the  independent  party,  thoogh  no  direft  antino- 
raian,  endeavoured  alfo  to  fecure  the  biflbop  as  aii 
umpire  in  their  difputes;  by  a  letter,  informing  hiiii  of 
the  controverfy  then  fubfifting  among  the  diffenters^ 
in  which  a  reference  had  been  made  to  his  lordfliip's 
fentiments;  and  foliciting  him,  that  he  would  condc- 
fcend  to  give  them   his  impartial   thoughts  on  the 
point,   *'  as   being  likely  on  both  handsj  to  be  fo 
*'  received  as  to  corapofe  the  differences  between 
*^  them."     Before  this  letter  came  to  hand,   the 
bifliop  had  already    anfwered   Dr.  Williams,  and 
given  his  fentiments  on  the  points  mentioned  in  both 
their  letters  with  great  freedom  and  impartiality,  ag 
well  as  with  fingular  candour  and  judgment.     This 
letter  was,  on  the  receipt  of  Mr.  Lob's,  piibliflied  in 
vindication  of  Dr.  AVilliams  againfl:  the  heavy  charges 
alleged  againfl:  him.     Mr.  Lob  on  this  addreffed  a 
fecond  letter  to  the  bifliop,  exprelTmg  much  fatisfac- 
tion  with  whathe  had  written,  and  oiFering  his  thanks 
for  it.     He  apprifed  his  lordfliip,  that  to  afford  him 
a  fuller  ftatc  of  the  matters  in  controverfy,   and  to 
furnifti  him  with  more  ample  means   of  compofing 
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their  differences,  he  was  preparing  for  the  prcfs  an 
'*  Appear*  direfted  to  his  lord(hip;  to  whom  he 
offered  to  fend  the  (heets  for  his  infpeftion  in  manu- 
fcript.  This  propofal  the  bifliop  waved.  The 
Appeal,  as  foon  as  it  was  printed,  was  fent  to  his 
lordfliip ;  who,  as  a  perfcft  mafter  of  the  caufe,  con- 
fidercd  it  with  great  exaftnefs,  but  did  not  live  to 
finifli  his  anfwer  to  it.  What  appeared  gave  the 
public  a  true  ftatc  of  the  controverfy,  and  fully  vin- 
dicated both  Mr.  Baxter  and  Dr.  Williams  from  the 
charge  of  going  over  to  the  camp  of  the  focinians.* 
A  paragraph  on  this  point  deferves  to  be  quoted, 
as  an  evidence  of  the  bi(hop's  candour,  and  as  an 
admonition  to  thofe  who  are  ready  in  the  prefent 
day  to  bring  forward  invidious  charges. 

^'  There  is,'*  faid  the  bifliop,  "  a  remarkable 
*'  ftory  in  the  hiftory  of  the  Synod  of  Dort,  which 
**  may  not  be  improper  in  this  place.  There  were 
**  in  one  of  the  univerfities  of  that  country  two  pro- 
"  feffors,  both  very  warm  and  extremely  zealous  for 
**  that  which  they  accounted  the  mofl  orthodox 
*«  doftrintf ;  but  it  happened  that  one  of  thefe  ac- 
*^  cufed  the  other  before  the  fynod  for  no  fewer 
*^  than  ^y  errors,  tending  to  focinianifm,  pelagian- 
*'  ifm,  &c.  &c, ;  and  wonderful  heat  there  was  on 
**  both  fides.  At  laft  a  committee  was  appointed  to 
•*  examine  this  dreadful  charge;  and  upon  examina- 
**  nation  they  found  no  ground  for  the  charge  of 
**  focinianifm,  or  any  other  herefy ;  but  only  that 
*'  he  had  afferted  too  much  the  ufe  of  ambiguous  and 

*  Bifhop  Bull's  Life,  p.  »64— ^69. 
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<  ^  fcholaftic  terms,  and  endeavoured  to  bring  in  the 
<«  way  of  the  fchoolmen,  in  his  writings ;  and  there- 
fore the  fynod  difmifled  him  with  that  prudentad 
vice,— Rather  to  keep  to  the  language  of  the 
**  fcriptures  than  of  the  fchools."* 

Dr.  Edwards,  to  whom  were  fent  the  fame 
queftions,  which  had  been  laid  before  Bifhop  Stil- 
lingfleet^  addreffed  in  anfwer  a  letter  to  Dr.  Wil- 
liams, in  which  he  alfo  fiilly  acquitted  him  of 
giving  any  countenance  to  the  opinions  of  Socinu^ ; 
and  juftifiedhim  againft  his  accufers,  as  having  ftated 
in  a  right  and  an  orthodox  manner  the  doArine  of 
Chrift's  fatisfaAion. 

But  the  progrcfs  of  the  controverfy  has  been 
anticipated  by  introducing  here  the  appeal  made  to 
thofe  two  eminent  divines  of  the  Eftablilhed  Church. 
For,  previoufly  to  this  ftage  of  it,  a  defign  was 
formed  to  exclude  Dr.  Williams  out  of  the  le6hirc 
at  Pinners'  Hall,  in  1694.  A  new  lefture  was  fee 
up  at  Salters'  Hall :  three  of  the  old  Icfturers,  Dn 
Bates,  Mr.  Howe,  and  Mr.  AUbp,  accompanied  him 
to  the  new  Icfture ;  and  two  others  were  added : 
and  four  were  joined  to  the  old  Icfturers,  Mr.  Mead 
and  Mr.  Cole,  who  remained  at  Pinners'  Hall.  The 
fupporters  of  the  new  leftures  confiftcd  of  the 
grcatcft  part  of  the  old  fubfcribcrs,  men  of  great 
piety  and  judgment,  who  perceiving  the  violence 
of  the  other  party,  when  all  pacific  propofals  and 
meafures  had  proved  abortive,  removed  to  a  more 
convenient  placet     Thus  the  ledlure  was  broken 

f  CiUaoiy's  Life  of  Howe,  p.  1849  5-     t  Ibid*  P*  '94* 
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into  two ;  Mr.  Howe's  friendly  propofaJ,  urged  by 
him,  both  publickly  and  privately,  to  alternate  the 
fame  Icfture  in  both  places,  could  not  be  carried  j 
and  the  reparation  continued.  A  few  years,  fince 
the  Icfture  at  Salters'  Hall,  for  want  of  fupport 
and  attendance,  was  given  up.  ^ 

Bcfides  Mr.  Howe's  conciliating  propofalj  another  v 
attempt  for  reunion  was  made,  by  an  offer  on  one  i 
fide  to  renounce  Arminianifm,  and  on  the  other  Anti* 
nomianifm  j  but  this  plan  •  of  harmony  proved  un- 
fuccefsfuL  Soon  after,  a  few  particular  miniflers  of 
each  party  privately  drew  up  a  paper,  with  a  hope 
that  they  (hould  be  able  by  their  influence  to  prevail 
on  both  fides  to  fign  it.  But  this  meafure,  inftead  of 
extinguifhing  old  differences,  created  new  ones. 
Some  were  zealous  for  it,  and  complained  much  that 
it  was  not  adopted.  Others  warmly  oppofed  it,  and, 
among  various  reafons,  becaufe  they  conceived  of 
it  as  bearing  hard  upon  Dr.  Williams.f 

It  affords  an  unhappy  inftance  of  the  afpcrity  and  . 
malignity  of  party,  that  not  only  the  fentimentsof  Dn 
Williams  were  cenfured  and  ftigmatized,  but  an 
attack  was  made  on  his  reputation,  an  attack  fo 
peculiar  as  fcarcely  to  admit  of  any  precedent;  which, 
obfcrves  Dr.  Calamy,  "  was  far  from  recommending 
**  the  diffenters,  as  to  their  candour  or  conduft,  to 
"ftanders  by/*  But  the  ends  of  his  adverfaries 
were  not  anfwered.  For  after  about  eight  weeks 
fpent  in  an  inquiry  into  his  life  by  a  committee  of 
the  united   minifters,  who  received   all  manner  of 

t  Calaiiy,  p.  549- 
p  2 
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complaints  againft  him,  it  was  declared  at  a  general 
meeting,  as  their  unanimous  opinion^  and  repeated 
and  agreed  to  in  three  feveral  fucceflive  meetings, 
that  ^^  he  was  entirely  clear  and  innocent  of  all  that 
**  was  laid  to  his  charge/** 

It  was  fubfequent  to  this,  that  a  new  clamour  Was 
raifed  againft  him  :  on  which  the  appeal  was  made 
to  Biflbop  Stillingfleet  and  Dr.  Edwards,  which  has 
been  already  mentioned.  Though  that  prelate  vin- 
dicated the  feutiments  of  Dr.  Williams,  he  cenfurcd, 
in  a  charge  to  his  clergy  in  1696,  the  body  of  dif- 
fenters,  as  defeftive  in  their  difcipline,.  on  account 
of  their  divifions :  a  cenfure,  which  feems  to  indicate 
that  his  lordfliip  was  inclined  to  apply  coercive  mea- 
fures  in  fuch  a  cafe,  inftead  of  employing  argument 

* 

and  perfuafion  to  convince  them  of  their  errors,  and 
leaving  it  to  time  and  refleftion  to  calm  and  compofc 
their  minds.  In  confequencc  of  the  appeal  made  to 
the  learned  members  of  the  church,  various  pub- 
'  lications  on  both  fides  iffued  from  the  prefs  :  but 
whether  prejudices  were  foftened,  or  paffion  had 
fpentitfelf,  or  argument  at  length  produced  con- 
vidlion,  the  diffenters  became  cool,  and  the  contro- 
verfy  was  terminated,  at  the  inftance  of  Mr.  Lob,  by 
Dr.  Williams  in  1698,  who  printed  a  few  ftieets 
entitled,  "  an  End  to  Difcord :"  in  which  he  dated 
the  orthodox  as  alfo  the  focinian  and  antinomian  no- 
tfons  as  to  Chrift's  fatisfaftion  ^  and  interpreted  the 
confeflion  of  thofe  more  fober  independents  in  as 
orthodox  as  a  fenfe  as  their  words  with  the"moft 

*  Calamyy  vol.  i.  p.  549.    Bifhop  Bull's  Lifcy  p.  176. 
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charitable  conftruftion  could  bear.  It  is  almoft  ' 
incredible  how  much  Dr.  Williams  was  a  fufferer  in 
this  controverfy,  from  fome  whp  were  too  apt  to  aft 
their  principles  againft  fuch  as  oppofed  them  :  for  he 
had  to  contend  with  a  ftrong  party,  who  would  leave 
nothing  unattempted  to  cru(h  him  if  poffible.  "  But 
he  had  counted  the  coft;"  as  he  wrote  to  a  very 
refpeftable  member  of  the  Eftabliflaed  Church,  ^^  even 
though  his  life  had  been  **  facrificed."  This  in- 
tegrity, zeal,  and  fortitude  in  oppofing,  under  fuch 
circumftances,  what  appeared  to  him  pernicious 
errors,  difplayed  the  energy  of  principle,  and  excel- 
lence of  his  own  charafter.  To  his  indefatigable  and 
zealous  exertions  it  is  in  a  great  degree,  afcribed, 
that  within  fixteen  years  after  the  clofe  of  this  con- 
troverfy, the  number  of  antimonians  among  the 
diffenters  was  fo  reduced,  that  only  three  or  four 
preachers  of  that  denomination,  and  thofe  men  of  no 
eftimation,  were  left  :  the  oppolite  principles  could 
by  advanced  without  exciting  a  clamour,  and  moft 
of  the  independents  and  baptifts  in  the  metropolis 
preached  againft  antimonianifm.* 

Another  cffcft  of  this  controverfy  was,'  that  from 
the  time  of  forming  a  new  and  feparate  lefture  at  . 

Satcrs'  Hall,  the  two  denominations  of  prelbyterians  x^ 
and  independents  became  diftinft  communities,  and 
afted  feparately  with  refpeft  to  their  own  denomina- 
tions. And  the  ground  of  this  feparation  being 
in  doftrinal  fentiments,  the  terms  came  afterwards  to 
fignify  not  a  difference    in  Church   Government, 

•  Nclfgn's  JLifc  of  Bifhop  BuU^  p.  »74'-»76» 
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accorcfing  to  their  original  meaning,  but  in  dofirinal 
opinions:  the  latter  being  applied  to  denote  the 
reception  of  calviniftic,  the  former  to  fignify  the 
belief  of  arminian  fentiments }  or  refpedlively  of 
creeds  fimilar  to  either  fyftem. 
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CHAPTER  III. 


Internal  History  of  the  Protestant  Dissenters. 


SECTION  I. 

Of  their  Academies. 


THE  Aft    of    Uniformity     ejeftcd   from    the 
church  men  of  the  firft  learning  in  the  age  j 
men,   who  were  the  ornaments  both  of  facred  and 
general  literature.     The  names  of  Baxter,  Owen, 
Howe,  and  Bates ;   of  Clarkfon,   who  was  tutor  of 
^Tillotfon  I  of  Gale,  who  wrote  ^*  the  Court  of  the 
**  Gentiles  ;'*   of  Hill,   the  editor  of  "  Schrcvelius' 
**  Lexicon ;"  of  Poole,  j^the  author  of  the  "  Synopfis 
**  Criticorum J**  of  Cradock,  .who  with  folid  judgment 
and  depth  of  thought  methodized  and  illuflrated  the 
facred  hiftorians ;    of  Clark,    the  annotator ;    of 
Tombes,  prieacher  at  the  Temple  ;  of  Ray,  the  na- 
turalift ;  of  Gilpin,  an  accomplifhed  fcholar  and  emi- 
nent phyfician  ;  and  of  Vinckes,  an  univerfal  fcholar; 
are  enrolled   in  the  honourable  lift  of  thofe,  who, 
having  been   thcmfclves   enriched  with    ftores  of 
learning,  largely  contributed  to  extend  the  limits  of 
fcience  and  theological  literature  by  their  rcfearches 
and  writings.     Thefe  naihes,  however,  bear  but  a 
fmall  proportion  to  the  many  who,  among  the  B^r- 


Sll6  HISTORY  OF  THE  C.  III. 

tholomew  divines,  were  held  in  high  eflimation  for 
their  learning, 

Theedia  that  deprived  them  of  their  livings 
could  not  defpoil  them  of  their  erudition.  The 
literary  taftc  which  they  had  formed  in  the  feats  of 
the  Mufes,  and  the  treafures  of  knowledge  which 
they  had  laid  up,  qualified  them,  in  an  eminent 
degree,  when  driven  from  their  pulpits,  to  undertake 
the  inftruftion  of  youth.  The  ftraitened  circura- 
ftances  of  many  obliged  them,  when  they  had  loft 
the  revenues  of  their  vicarages  and  reftories,  to  feek 
fome  compenfation  by  applying  their  talents  and 
learning  to  the  offices  of  education.  Some  became 
tutors  in  private  families  ;  fome  opened fchools  ;  and 
fome  eftabliflied  academies,  in  which  they  read  lec- 
tures on  different  branches  of  fcience  and  theology. 

The  ftatute  which  was  defigned  to  fccure  the 
national  eftabliflimcnt,  by  crufliing  the  diffidents,  had 
an  oppofite  effeft.  it  led  numbers  to  feparate  them- 
felves  from  the  church,  who  were  confiderable  in 
point  of  influence  derived  from  rank  or  eftates  or 
commercial  purfuits.  This  feceffion  originated 
partly  from  principle,  founded  in  objeftions  to  the 
cftablifhment;  partly  from  attachment  to  revered 
and  worthy  miniflers,  whom  that  ftatute  had  ejefted; 
and  partly  from  fympathy  in  the  unmerited  fufferings 
which  thofe  minifters  were  hence  called  upon  to 
bear.  The  fubfequent  proceedings  of  government 
were  not  fuited  to  conciliate  the  fcparatifts,  and  to  re- 
cover them  to  the  communion  of  the  church  ;  but 
tended  by  new  cdi^s  and  profecmions  to  iTf  itat?  to 
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a  greater  degree  minds  already  exafperated.  Thefc 
diffidenis  had  families  to  be  educated,  and  naturally 
looked  to  thofe  whofe  talents  and  learning  they 
refpefted,  and  of  whofe  fufFerings  they  were  par- 
takers, as  the  moft  proper  tutors  for  their  fons; 
cfpecially  for  thofe  of  them  who  were  deftined  to 
the  miniftry,  or  to  the  walks  of  law  or  phyfic. 
This  became  more  particularly  the  cafe,  as  the  fecef- 
fion  created  objcflions  not  before  felt  againft  minit 
terial  conformity  ;  and  when  the  new  congregations 
formed  under  the  ejected  minifters  were,  by  the 
deaths  of  their  firft  paftors.fucceflively,  in  want  of  a 
new  race  of  miniftcrs  to  fill  up  the  vacant  places. 
All  thefe  caufes  operated  againft  the  (hort-fighted 
views  of  the  legiflature,  and  defeated  in  a  great 
meafure  the  fchemes  of  intolerance.  Encourage, 
ment  was  afforded  to  thofe  who  were  difpofed  to 
adopt  plans  of  education  ;  and  feminaries,  which  but 
for  a  malignant  policy  would  never  have  exifted^ 
were  opened  in  various  parts  of  the  kingdom  to 
meet  the  wifhes  of  fuch  as  would  othcrwife  have 
fent  their  fons  to  the  Univerfities. 

The  confequenccs,  when  it  was  top  late  to  pre- 
vent them,  were  fcen  and  felt.  Thefe  rifing  femina- 
ries  were  viewed  with  fear  and  jealoufy  ;  yet  recourfc 
was  not  had  to  remedial  meafures  of  a  mild  and 
liberal  nature.  Several  afperfions  were  caft  on  thofe 
who  taught  Univerlity  learning  ;  the  calm  retreat  of 
the  fludent  was  haunted  by  the  fpectrc  of  intole- 
ranee  ;  and  haraffing  proccfTes  in  the  fpiritual  court 
were  cominenced  againft  thofe  who  preiided  over 
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theological  feminaries.  Mr.  Morton,  of  Newington 
Green,  was  forced  by  fuch  meafures  to  dcfift  from 
his  literary  employment,  after  a  continuance  in  it 
with  reputation  for  twenty  years.  A  particular 
ground  of  cenfure  and  of  proceedings  againft  thofc 
who  were  thus  occupied,  in  diflFerent  diocefes^  was 
the  oath  by  which  they  had  bound  therafclves  on 
taking  a  degree  in  the  Univerfities;  which  was  con- 
jQdered  as  precluding  them,  by  this  folemn  engage- 
ment, from  keeping  private  academics  ;  and  even  ni^y 
biftiop,  conliftently  with  his  oath,  from  grantin*,.  a 
licence  for  it.  The  candid  Tillotfon  judged  this  to 
be  a  proper  principle  on  which  a  diocefan  m-ght 
feftrain  any  one  who  had  received  a  diploma  m  c  ;ther 
univerfity  from  keeping  an  academy;  and  recom- 
mended it  to  Archbifliop  Sharp,  when  the  clergy  of 
Craven  petitioned  him  to  fupprcfs  Mr.  Frankland's 
feminary,  to  aft  upon  this  ground,  without  confider- 
iag  him  at  all  as  a  diffenter, "  as  the  faireft  and  fofteft 
**  way  of  getting  rid  of  the  bufinefs.'*J 

The  oath  alluded  to,  as  adminiftered  at  Oxford, 
ran  in  thefe  Words,  **  Jurabis  etiam,  quod  in  ifta  fa- 
**  cuhate  alibi  in  Anglia  quam  hie  ct  Cantabrigise, 
*^  leftioncs  tuas  folenniter,  tanquara  in  univerfitatc 
**  non  refumes;  nee  in  aliquft  facultate,  ficut  in  uni- 
*^  verfitate,  folepniter  incipies ;  nee  confenties  ut 
^'  aliquis  alibi  in  Anglia  incipiens  hie  pro  magiftro 
*'  habeatur.  Item  jurabis,  quod  non  leges  aut  audies 
*^  Stamfordise  tanquam  in  univerfitate,  ftudio  vcl 
*♦  collcgio  generah." 

I  Birch's  Lifeof  Tillotfoo,  p.  »96t 
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The  form  at  Cambridge  is  this,  "  Jurabis  quod 
**  nusquam  praeterquam  Oxoniae  leftiones  tuas  fo- 
*'  lenniter  refumes,  nee  confenties  ut  aliquis  alibi  in 
"  Anglia  incipiens  hie  pro  magiftro  vel  dodlorc  in 
"  ilia  facultate  habcatur.*'* 

At  the  prefentation  for  degrees  thefe  oaths  were 
adminiftered.  The  original  occafion  of  thefe  oaths 
was  this.  In  the  early  ages  of  literature  thofe 
branches  of  feiencp  which  are  taught  at  univerfities, 
were  ftudied  and  profpflcd  in  the  feveral  monafterics 
throughout  the  kingdom,  Afterwards  the  celebrity 
and  reputation  qf  the  fuperiors  of  the  monafterics 
at  Oxford  and  Cambridge  drew  a  voluntary  cout 
courfe  Qi  ftudents  to  thofe  towns ;  and  fome  noble 
perfonage§,  patrons  of  literature,  encouraged  by 
thefe  propitious  circumftances,  and  with  a  view  of 
alluring  foreigqers  to  thefe  places,  which  were  by 
rapid  improvement  become  the  feats  of  the  Mufes,^ 
erected  certain  hofpitia  or  buildings  for  the  recep^ 
tion  of  ftudents,  and  liberally  endowed  them.     The 

•  The  Oxford  oath  in  Englifli.  "Thou  /halt  fwear  that  tho» 
"  wilt  not  in  this  faculty  refume  ^hy  folemn  ledHons  ^  in  an  Uni- 
"  verfity  in  any  place  in  England,  except  here  or  at  Cambridge: 
**  That  thou  wilt  not  folemnly  commence  in  any  faculty  as  in  aa 
''  univerfity :  And  that  thou  wilt  not  confent  that  any  one  com* 
'^  mencing  elfewhere  in  England  fhall  b^  regarded  a^  a  mailer. 
''  Thou  (halt  alfb  fwear  thou  wilt  not  read  nor  hear  at  Stamford  as 
**  in  an  Univerfity,  or  general  college  and  place  of  ftudy." 

The  oath  at  Cambridge  in  Englifh.  ''  Thou  fhalt  fwear  that  thou 
"  wilt  never  refume  thy  common  ledbions  but  at  Oxford  :  And  thajt 
'^  thou  wilt  not  confent  tha*:  any  one  commencing  at  any  othcf 
"  place  in  England  fhall  be  regarded  here  as  a  mafter  or  dodlor  iq 
**  that  faculty.'* 
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convenience  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  in  point  of  Si- 
tuation alfo  recommended  them  as  places  of  reforr. 
Peculiar  privileges  were  granted  to  fuch  as  entered 
themfelves  as  ftudents  in  them,  by  the  bulls  of  popes 
and  the  charters  of  princes.  Degrees,  or  public  tes- 
timonials of  genius  and  proficiency,  were  invented  as 
incitements  to  emulation  and  diligence  in  ftudy. 
But  while  ingenuous  youth  were  invited  by  fuch 
alluretnents  to  thefc  fchools  of  philofophy,  and 
great  number!  reforted  to  them,  yet  no  injunction  or 
law  prevented  perfons  from  receiving  or  reading 
leaures  at  any  other  place.  When  the  numbers  of 
(ludents  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  in  confequencc 
of  the  peculiar  encouragements  they  afforded,  conti- 
nually increafcd,  and  no  code  of  ft atutes  was  formed 
and  exacted  to  keep  order  amongft  them,  frequent 
tumults  and  riots  broke  out  among  the  pupils  them- 
felves, and  between  them  and  the  townfraen.  On 
fome  particular  factions  of  this  kind  many  ftudenis 
deferted  thcfe  feminarics,  and  removed,  fome  to 
Northampton  and  other  places,  but  a  greater  part  to 
'  Stamford.  Being  fettled  here,  they  began  with  the 
patronage  of  fome  greatperfons  to  lay  the  foundations 
of  an  univerfity,  built  colleges,  performed  academical 
cxercifcs,  and  inftituted  degrees.  An  alarm  was 
taken,  on  the  defcrtion  of  their  own  fchools  and  the 
growing  reputation  of  that  at  Stamford,  by  Oxford 
and  Cambridge.  Intereft  was  made  with  prelates 
and  princes  to  recal  the  ftudents  who  had  left  them : 
after  fome  difficulty  and  oppofition  they  carried  their 
meafure ;  the  feminary  at  Stamford  was  fupprclTed; 
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new  colleges  were  founded  at  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge, greater  iminuuities  were  granted,  and  laws 
were  framed  to  introduce  and  eftablifli  good  order 
and  difcipline.  By  degrees  the  ftudents  returned^ 
and  Stamford  was  forfaken;  but  (till  it  feems,  by  the 
fpecific  mention  of  it  in  the  Oxford  oath,  to  have 
been  particularly  viewed  with  the  eye  of  jealoufy ; 
and  it  was  favoured  by  characters  of  great  influence^. 
To  bar  a  future  feceffion,  the  oath,  which  we  have 
quoted,  was  drawn  up  and  impofed;  that  even 
princes  themfelves,  if  they  were  difpofed  to  eftablifli 
other  univerfities,  might  be  greatly  impeded,  if 
not  wholly  obftructed  in  their  defign,  and  not  be 
able  to  remove  profeffors  from  Cambridge  or  Ox- 
ford to  prefide  over  ferainaries  in  other  places,  unlds 
the  pope  was  plcafed  to  difpenfe  with  their  oaths. 
The  papal  policy  afterwards  availed  itfelf  of  inftitu- 
tions,  at  firft  formed  purely  for  the  advancement  of 
learning,  to  ferve  its  intereft  and  aggrandize  its 
power,  when  it  was  feen  that  thofe  places  ha4  a 
great  influence  on  the  difpofition  of  the  nation. 
The  popes  fecured  thefe  two  places  as  fountains  of 
power ;  limited  their  patronage  and  fanftion  to  thcfe 
feats  only,  as  two  could  eafily  be  managed  and  con- 
troledj  the  prelates  of  the  church  became  great 
founders,  and  framed  their  ftatutes  to  fubfervc  their 
political  and  ambitious  views;  and  popery  continuing 
the  eftabliflied  religion  through  many  centuries^ 
thefe  two  univerfities,  by  a  kind  of  cuftom,  became 
the  only  national  feminaries.* 

*  Calamy's  ContiauatioD,  vol.  i.  p«  zSi^  zte* 
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They  who  wefe  unfrietodly  to  the  diffenters  con- 
ftftied  the  oaths  under  <Jonfideration  to  mean,  ^  that 

no  man,  who  had  taken  the  dcgtee  of  Master  in' 

Arts  in  either  of  our  univerfities,  might  lawfully 
**  inftruft  fo  much  as  privately  in  any  other  place, 
^*  any  perfons  in  any  art  or  fcience  profefled  publicly 
•'  in  the  univerfities/'  This  conftruftion  of  the 
oath  ferved  two  purpofes :  one  was  to  fet  up  an 
exclufive  claim  to  the  privilege,  honour,  and  emo- 
luments of  communicating  univcrfity  learning  \  to 
eftablifli  it  as  a  principle,  "  no  licence,  no  philo- 
•*  fophy,  out  of  our  fcminaridi :"  the  other  was  to 
brand  as  perjured  perfons  thofe  diffenters,  who  on 
admittance  to  degrees  had  taken  thefe  oaths,  and 
who  privately  inftruded  in  learning,  which  bears 
the  appropriate  name  of  academical:  and  to  fet  up 
a  ground  on  which  they  might  be  haraffed  by  ex* 
penfive  and  litigious  proCeffes, 

Other  interpretatiofis  of  the  oath,  more  mild  and 
liberal  in  themfelves,  and  on  which  the  heads  of 
feminaries  among  the  noncorformifts  refted  their 
defence,  were  thefe:  either"  that  the  literal  meaning 
*'  is  to  obftruft  only  public,  not  private  reading  or 
**  teaching  philofophy  in  other  places  ;  and  that  as 
**  to  this  public  reading  the  oath  is  now  antiquated, 
**  void,  and  null  :*'  of  this  opinion  was  Bifhop 
Taylor.  The  other  reafonable  interpretation  of  the 
oath  is,  "  it  means  not  teaching  at  all,  either  public 
**  or  private,  but  only  performing  exercifes  of  pro- 
"  bation ;  and  that  by  leEliones  tuas  folenniter 
"  fanquam  in  univerfitate^  are  meant  only  Tome  of 
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*^  the  cxercifes  for  a  degree,  which  were  defigncd  as 
"  fpecimcns  of  talents  and  proficiency  ;  and  the 
**  folcmnicy  enjoined  referred  to  matter,  or  to  the 
•'^orders  of  the  univerfity,  concerning  habit  and  timcr 
**  The  word  re/umes  is  explained  to  mean  taking  the 
^*  fame  degree  again,  or  doing  the  fame  exercifc,  for 
'*  the  fame  purpofe  clfewherc  ;  as  if  the  univeriity 
degree  were  not  a  fufEcient  honour,  unlefs  ratified 
clfewhere.  Incipies  is  the  known  term,  among 
^*  academics,  to  denote  taking  a  degree  of  mafter  or 
"  dodor.  This  conftruftion  of  the  oath  was  argued 
to  be  juft,  by  the  ftate  of  things  from  which  it 
originated  :  and  from  the  claufe  relative  to  Stam- 
•'  ford  evincing  that  owning  a  place  for  an  univerfity, 
by  performing  univerfity  exercifes  in  it,  was  the 
practice  againft  which  it  Tyas  meant  to  guard. 
**  Another  claufe,  repeated  three  times,  firft  ufed 
**  with  reference  to  leftions,  then  to  degrees,  and 
"  laftly  to  Stamford,  tanquam  in  univerjttatej  as  it 
"  is  done  in  the  univerfity,  pointing  to  the  forma- 
*'  lities  of  the  univerfiiies,  it  was  urged,  fixed  the 
"  words  to  this  meaning/'  To  juflify  this  interpre- 
tation of  the  oath,  an  appeal  was  made  to  the 
prelatical  men,  then  filling  fees  and  other  high 
pofts,  who  in  recent  times  had  privately  read  leftures 
on  univerfity  learning,  in  private  places,  to  the  fons 
of  the  nobility  and  gentry.  It  was  pleaded,  that 
it  had  been  a  common  prafticc  to  read  leftures 
publicly,  as  well  as  privately,  as  in  Grefliam  and 
Sion  Colleges :  and  it  was  argued  that  the  prefa 
was  a  more  public  mode  of  teaching   than  vocal. 
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reading;  yet  the  guilt  of  perjury  or  of  offending 
againft  the  univerfiiy  oath  had  never  been  imputed 
to  thofe  who  publiflied  books  of  philofophy.  An 
argument  againft  conftruing  the  oath  as  an  obliga- 
tion to  refrain  from  giving  any  inftruftion,  cither 
public  or  private,  out  of  the  univerfity,  was  alfo 
drawn  from  the  confequences  which  would  be 
involved  in  it;  confequences  criminal  and  prejudi- 
cial.  It  would  oblige  fome  men  to  hide  their  talentsj 
and  others  not  to  provide  for  their  own  houfes  by 
the  application  of  that  learning,  in  the  acquifition 
gf  which  they  had  probably  fpent  jtheir  portions. 
It  would  oblige  many  to  educate  their  children  in  a 
way  contrary  to  their  own  confcienccs,  or  in  their 
apprehenfions,  confidering  the  temptations  at  the 
univerfities,  under  circumftances  hazardous  to  the 
morals  of  youth ;  or  otherwife  to  withhold  from 
their  fons  all  opportunities  of  making  attainments  in 
literature.  And  it  would  imply  an  obligation  to 
take  up  their  morals  and  religion  on  the  authority 
of  the  univerfity;  an  implicitnefs  incongruous  with 
the  privileges,  and  repugnant  to  the  principles  of 
proteftants.* 

On  thefe  principles,  thofe  of  the  ejefted  minifters, 
who  opened  academies,  though  they  had  graduated 
at  one  of  the  univerfities  and  taken  this  oath,  vin- 
dicated themfelves  from  the  refleftions  caft  upon  their 
conduft,  and  endeavoured  to  expofe  the  iniquity  and 
illegality  of  the  proceffes  commenced  againft  them. 

•  See  thefe  arguments  more  fully  ftated  in  Calamy's  Continuation,, 
Tol.  i.  p.  I77—I97>  vol  ii.  p.  73a— 735. 
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Among  thofe  who  engaged  in  the  education  of 
youth,  and  prefided  over  feminaries  with  reputation 
and  fuccefs,  were  Mr.  Woodhoufe,  Mr.  Warren, 
Mr.  Morton,  Mr.  Frankland,  Mr.  Doolittle,  Mr. 
Shuttlewood,  Mr.  Veal. 

No.  I .     Mr.  Woodhouse^s  Academy. 

Mr.  Woodhoufe,  though  not  ejefted,  not  being  , 
fixed  at  that   time  in  any   place  as  a  minifter,  was 
filenced  by  the  Aft  of  Uniformity,  while  he  refided 
in  Nottinghamfhire.     He  afterwards  married  a  lady 
of  good   fortune,  the  daughter  of  Major  Hubbard 
of  Leicefterfhire;  yet  he  did  not  confider  himfelf  as 
excufed  from  aftive  and  ufeful  exertions,  but  opened 
a  feminary  in  the  manor-houfe  at  Sheriffhales,  near 
Shiflfnal   in  Shropfliire,   which  flouriflied  in   King 
Charles  lid's  reign,  and  obtained  celebrity.     The 
mixture  of  fweetnefs  with  authority  in  the  govern- 
ment of  his  academy  gave  him  a  beneficial  influence 
over  his  pupils,  whofe  ftudies  he  direfted  with  An- 
gular ability,   diligence,  and   fidelity  j    youth  from 
the  mod  confiderable  families  in  thofe   parts  were 
placed   under  his   care.     At   one  time  his  ftudehts 
amounted  to  between  forty  and  fifty.    Many,   who 
afterwards  made  an  eminent  figure  in  the  world  as 
gentlemen  and   magiftrates,    as   well    as    excellent 
divines,  were  educated  by  hira.     He  pioufly  managed 
his  houfe  as  a  nurfery  for  heaven,  as  well  as  a  fchool 
for  learning  j  and  on  thofe  who  were  intended  for 
the  pulpit,  he  frequcndy  inculcated  a  faithful,  diligent 
aim  to  promote  the  falvation  of  fopk,  as  a  matter  of 
the  higheft  account.     A  lift  of  fome,  who  received 
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from  him  the  principles   of  learning  and  religion, 

cfpecially  of  thofe  who  were  affiftants  and  immediate 

fucceffors  to  the  cjefted  minifters,  and  who  fuftained 

the  charafter  themfclves  with  exemplary  afliduity  in 

its  duties,  does  honour   to   his  memory.*     When 

circumftances  led  him  to  break  up  his  feminary,  his 

mind,   which  revolted  at  the  thought  of  an  ufelefs 

life,  was  greatly  dejefted  j  and   it  was  his  frequent 

lamentation,  ''*  Now  every  field  is  unpleafant,  for  I 

^*  fear.  I  {hall  live  to  no  purpofe/'     But  Providence 

foon  opened  to  him  a  new  fphere  of  fervice,  for  he 

.  was  invited  to  be  paftor  of  a  congregation  at  Little 

St. Helen's,  Bifhopfgate-ftreet,  Londonj  where  he  dif- 

charged  the  duties  of  his  miniftry,  with  aflFeftion,  zeal, 

and  ufefulnefs,  till  within  a  few  days  of  his  death, 

which  took  place  in  1700.     Dr.  J.  C.  Woodhoufe, 

the  prefent  dean  of  Lichfield,  the  author  of  a  tranfla- 

tion  and  expofition  of  the  book  of  the  Revelation, 

a  valuable  work,   written  in  the  fpirit  of  true  criti- 

cifm,  is  his  great  grandfon.      The  late  excellent 

chriftian,   and  candid  biblical  critic,  Mr.  John  Simp- 

fon,  of  Bath,  was  defgended  from  this  ^worthy  man, 

and  by  marriage  became  more  clofely  connefted  with 

the  family  of  Woodhoufe. 

The  ftudents  in  the  feminary  at  SherifFhales 
were  condufted  through  a  courfe  of  leftures  on 
logic,  anatomy,  and  mathematics ;  beginning  ufually 
with  the  firft,  and  fometimes  with  one  or  the 
other  of    thefe  branches  of   knowledge.      Thefe 

*  See  Appendix,  No.  v.;  fee  Palmer^s  Nonconformift's  Memorial 
vol.ii.  p.  ^97,  8;  and  Thompfon's  Account  of  Diflenting  Aca- 
demies, MS.  p.  i,  a. 
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were  followed  by  leflurcs  in  phyfics,  ethics, 
and  rhetoric.  They  were  heard  fucceflively  in 
Greek  and  Hebrew,  at  other  times  of  the  day  or 
week,  A  law  Icfture  was  read  one  day  in  the 
week  to  thofe  who  had  entered  at  the  Inns  of  Court, 
or  were  dcfigned  for  the  law:  and  they  who  were 
intended  for  the  pulpit  were  conduced  through  a 
courfe  of  theological  reading.  All  the  ftudents  were 
obliged  to  read,  in  natural  theology,  Grotius  de 
Veritatc  Chriftianse  Religionis,  conftruing  jt  and 
giving  the  fenfe  of  it  as  one  of  their  Latin  authors : 
tothisfucceededthe  reading  of  Wilkins's  ^*  Principles 
•*  of  Natural  Religion,'*  Fleming's  **  Confirming 
«*  Work/'  Baxter's  «'  Reafons  of  the  Chriftian  Re- 
ligion," Bates  "  on  the  Exiflence  of  God,  Im- 
*  mortality  of  the  Soul,  and  Divinity  of  the  Chriftian 
Religion,"  and  Stillingfleet's  "  Origines  Sacrse,'* 
with  parts  of  Bochart.  In  logic  they  began  with 
Burgedicius;  which  was  gone  through  a  fecond  time 
with  Heereboord's  Commentary:  Sanderfon,  Wallis, 
Ramus,  and  his  commentator  Downam,  were  re- 
commended to  their  privatcv  perufal.  The  mathema- 
lical  authors,  through  which  they  were  conduced, 
were  principally  Galtruchius,  Leybourn,  Moxon, 
Gunter,  Gaffendi,  and  Euclid's  Elements,  which 
were  read  late.  In  geography,  Eachard,  and  ia 
hiftory,  Puffendorf,  furniflied  the  text  books.  lu 
natural  philofophy,  the  authors  read  and  explained 
were  Heerebord,  Magirus,  De  Carte's  "  Principia,** 
Rhegius,  Rohault,  and  De  Stair,  for  botji  old  and 
new  phyfics^    In  anatomy,  with  Gibfon  was  joined 
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the  pcrufal  of  Blancardi  Anatomia  Rcformata,  and 
Bartholine.  The  writers  adopted  to  guide  them  ia 
their  ethical  ftudies  were  Euftachius,  Whitby,  More, 
and  Heereboord's  ^'  CoUeg.  Echic/*  And  in  mc- 
taphyfics,  Froamenius,  Facchaeus,  and  Baronius; 
to  whom  were  added.  Blank's  '•  Thefes,"  and  Da. 
venant  or  Ward's  "  Determinationes/*  In  Rhetoric, 
they  were  affifted  by  Radau,  Quinftilian,  and  VoiEus» 
In  law,  they  read  **  Doftor  and  Student,'*  Littleton'^ 
•*  Tenures,"  or  Coke  on  Littleton.  In  theology, 
the  authors  read  and  explained  were  the  Weftminfter 
Affembly's  "  Confeffion  of  Faith,"  and  "  Larger 
*^Catechifm,"  Corbet's  *•  Humble  Endeavour,'* 
Ruffonins's  *•  Compendium  ofTurretin."  Thefewerc 
followed  by  Calvin's  '*  Inftitutes,"  Parens  on  Urfin, 
Baxter's  **  End  of  Controverfy,  and  Methodus 
«  Theologise,"  Williams's  «  Gofpel  Truth,"  Lc 
Blanc's  "  Thefcs,"  and  Dixon's  *«  Therapeutica 
«  Sacra." 

In  all  leftures,  the  authors  were  ftriftly  explained 
and  commonly  committed  to  memory,  at  leaft  as  to 
the  fenfe  of  them.  On  one  day,  an  account  of  the 
Jcfture  of  the  preceding  day  was  required  before  a 
new  lefture  was  read ;  and  on  Saturday  a  review  of 
the  leflures  of  the  five  days  before  was  delivered. 
When  an  author  had  been  about  half  gone  through, 
they  went  that  part  over  again  j  and  fo  the  fecond 
part  paffed  under  a  fecond  perufal :  fo  that  every  one 
author  was  read  three  times.  And  after  this  they 
cxercifed  one  another  by  queftions  and  problems  on 
the  moft  difHcult  points  that  occurred. 
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Praftical  exercifes  accompanied  the  courfe  of 
leftures ;  and  the  ftudents  were  employed  at  times 
in  furveylng  land,  compofing  almanacks,  making 
fun-dials  of  different  confl:ru£lions,  and  diffefting 
animals.  On  one  day  of  the  week  Latin,  Greek, 
and  Hebrcwiiouns  and  verbs  were  publicly  declined 
in  the  leflure  room:  difputations,  after  a  logical  form, 
were  holden  on  Friday  afternoon  :  they  were  accus- 
tomed to  Englifli  compofition  under  the  form  of 
letters  and  fpeeches:  and  the  ftudents  defigned  fpr 
the  miniftry,  according  to  their  feniority,  were  prac- 
lifed  in  analyfing  fome  verfes  of  a  pfalm  or  chapter, 
'drawing  up  fkeletons  or  heads  of  fermons,  and  fhort 
fchemes  of  prayer  and  devotional  fpecimens  ac- 
cording to  Bil^iop  Wilkins's  method;  and  were 
called  iOn  to  pray  in  the  family  on  the  evening  of 
the  Lord's  day,  and  to  fet  pfalms  to  two  or  three 
tunes.  On  the  Saturday  evening  a  didaftical  or 
polemical  le£lurc  in  divinity,  either  on  Wollebius's 
**  Compendium  Theologiae,'*  or  on  Ames's  "  Me- 
"  dulla  Theologize,"  was  read  by  the  tutor  to 
the  fenior  clafs ;  and  the  clafs  was  required  to 
give  the  literal  fenfe  of  the  author.  On  the 
Lord's  day  morning,  at  the  lime  of  famify  prayer, 
another  lefture  on  divinity  took  place,  when  the 
junior  clafs  gave  an  account  of  fome  portion  of' 
Vincent's  "  Expofition  of  the  AiTembly's  l^hortcr 
"Catechifm,"  reprefenting  the  fenfe  of  the  author; 
on  which  the  tutor  enlarged,  as  the  occafion  diftated 
and  the  fubjeft  required.  Once  a  year  there  was 
a  repetition  of  all  the  grammars,  cfpecially  of  th? 
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Oxford  Latin  Grammar,  by  all  the  ftudents.  The 
Hebrew  was  taught  by  Bythner's  *^  Grammar"  and 
*'  Lyra/'  as  well  adapted  to  each  other.* 

No.  2.     Mr.  Warren^ s  Academy. 

Mr.  Matthew  Warreo,  of  Oxford  Univerfityj 
the  younger  fon  of  Mr.  John  Warren,  a  gentleman 
of  good  fortnne  at  Otterford  in  Devon,  being 
cjefted  from  the  chapelry  of  Downhead  in  Somer- 
fetlhire,  foon  engaged,  at  the  importunity  of  fome 
friends,  in  the  honourable  literary  employment  of 
educating  youth  for  iheChriflianminiftry;  and,  after 

•  From  MS.  papers  with  which  John  WoodhoufeCrompton,  ^£(i. 
of  Birmingham,  favoured  the  author.  Among  them  b  a  certificate 
of  the  ordination  of  Mr.  William  Woodhoufe,  of  Rearfby,  in  the 
county  of  Leicefter,  aift  of  Auguft  170a.  This  gentleman  was 
the  fbn  of  the  tutor.  It  is  a  document  which  fhews  the 
praftice  of  the  day,  and  the  idea  then  entertained  of  the  nature  and 
efficiency  of  the  fcnrice.  It  runs  thus:  "  Forafmuchas  Mr.  William 
**  Woodhoufe,  of  Rearlby,  in  the  county  of  Leicefter,  has  defired 
*'  to  enter  orderly,  according  to  the  rules  of  the  gofpel,  into  the  facred 
**  office  of  the  miniftry,  and  has  requefled  us,  whofe  names  are 
**  under-written,  fblemnly  to  invefl  hire  with  the  minifterial  authority, 
5*  and  knowing  him  to  be  found  and  orthodox  in  his  judgment,  of  .^ 
f*  pious  and  unblameable  life,  and  fufficient  minifterial  abilitys,  (no 
«*  exception  being  made  againfl  his  ordination  and  admiffion,)  we 
«*  have  approved  him,  and  proceeded  folemnly  to  fet  him  apart  to 
?'  the  office  of  a  prefbytcr,  and  all  the  parts  and  duties  belonging  to 
*•  it,  with  fafting,  prayer,  and  impofition  of  hands,  and  do,  fo  far 
**  as  concerns  us,  im power  him  to  perform  all  the  offices  and 
**  dutys  of  a  minifter  of  Jefus  Chrift.  In  witnefs  whereof  we  have 
if  hereunto  fet  our  hands  this  twenty-fiift  day  of  Auguft,  anno 
*f  Dom.  i7ca. 

«  JOHN  DOUGHTY,  Miniftcr  of  the  Gofpel. 
"  MICHAEL  MATTHEWS,  Minifter  of  the  Gofpel. 
"SAMUEL  LAWRENCE,  Minifter  of  the  Gofpel.' 


y-'J 


C.  ni.  PROTESTANT    DISSENTERS.  23i 

meeting  with  many  difficulties  and  molcftaiions  in  the 
reigns  of  Charles  IL  and  James  IL  he  was  for  many 
years  at  the  head  of  a  flourifliing  academy  at  Taun- 
ton in  Somerfetfliire.     He  was  generally  acknow- 
ledged to  be  well  qualified  for  his  office  as  tutor,  by 
a  good  (hare  of  ufeful  learning;  and  by  humility, 
modefty,  and  good  humour,  which  were  diflinguiOiing 
traits  in  his  character,  peculiarly   adapted  to  the 
various  temper  and  genius  of  young  perfons,  and  to 
conciliate  the  aSefiions  of  his  pupils.     Convinced  of 
the  great  importance,  and  even  neccflity,  for  the  con- 
duft  of  future  life,  of  furnifliing  the  youthful  minds 
with  principles  of  morality,  he  dircfted  his  particular 
attention  to  the  improvement  of  his  pupils*  under- 
ftandings  in  that  part  of  learning.     In  reading  lec- 
tures he  had  the  happy   art  of  explaining  things, 
even  to  the  loweft  capacities.     He  had  been  himfelf 
educated  in  the  old  logic  and  philofophy,  and  was 
little  acquainted  with  the  improvements  of  the  new; 
yet  it  was  experffive  of  liberality  of  mind  and  good 
fenfe,  that  he  encouraged  his  pupils  in  freedom  of 
enquiry,  and  in  the  ftudy  of  thofe  authors  who  were 
better  fuited  to  gratify  the  love  of  knowledge  and 
truth,  even  though  they  differed  from  the  writers  on 
whom  he  had  formed  his  own  fentiments.     While 
Burgerfdicius  or  Derodon,   and  in  ethics  Euftacius, 
were  ufed  as  text-books  in  the  lefture-room ;  Locke, 
Lc  Clerc,and  Cumberland  were  guides  to  juft  think, 
ng,  clofe  reafoning,  and  enlightened  views,  in  their 
clofets.     Mr.  Warren   was  never  confident  or  im- 
pofing;  never  vehement  or  rigid  in  his  own  opinion^ 
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but  open  to  argument,  and  difpofed  to  prefer  the 

• 

judgment  of  others  to  his  own.  He  was  reckoned 
among  the  moderate  divines  of  the  day :  ever  ftu* 
dious  of  the  things  that  make  for  peace,  and  pro- 
mote chriftian  harmony  and  love.  He  encouraged 
the  free  and  critical  ftudy  of  the  fcriptures.  Many 
young  gentlemen,  who  afterwards  filled  civil  ftations 
with  refpeftability  and .  worth,  and  others  who  ap- 
peared in  the  miniftry  with  credit  and  ufcfulnefs^' 
were  educated  under  him.  The  name  of  Mr.  Grove, 
>^hofe  genius,  charafter,  and  talents  were  formed  in 
his  feminary,    is  alone  fufficient  to  do  honour  to  its 

prefident.^    Mr.  Warren  died  in  1706. 

'0 

No.  3.     Mr.  Charles  Morton* s  Academy. 

Mr.  Charles  Morton,  ejefted  from  the  reftory  of 
Blifland  in  Cornwall,  of  Wadham  college,  Oxford, 
was  defcended  from  an  ancient  family  at  Morton   in 
Nottinghamflitre,   the  feat  of  J.  Morton,  fecretary 
to  King  Edward  III.     He  was  a  general  fcholar,  but 
was  particularly   eminent  for  his  knowledge  of  the 
mathematics;    on  which  account    he  was  greatly 
valued  by   Dr.  Wilkins,   the  warden  of  the  college 
of  which  he  was  a  fellow.     After  his  ejeftment  he 
removed  to  a  fmall  tenement,  his  own  property,  in  the 
parifli  of  St.  Ives,  where  he  rcfided  till  the  fire  of 
London,   in  which  he  fuftained  great  lofs.     He  was 
folicited  by  feveral  friends  to  undertake  the  inftruci- 

}  Palmer's  Nonconformift's  Memorial,  vol.  ii.  p.  358;  Grove's 
Works,  preface,  voL  i.  p  14;  and  Sprint's  Funeral  Sermon  for  War-* 
«D,  p. 45, 46? 5c.  Appendix,  N04  v. 
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tion  of  youth    in  academical  learning,  for  >^hich  he 
had  extraordinary  qualifications.     With  this  view  he 
fettled  at  Ncwington  Green.     He  had  a   peculiar 
talent  of  winning  youth  to  the  love  of  virtue  and 
learning  by  the  pleafantnefs  of  his  converfation,  and 
by  a  familiar  way  of  making  difficult  fubjefts  eafily 
intelligible.     He  drew  up  fyflems  of  the  feyeral  arts. 
and  fciences  for  the  ufe  of  his  pupils,  which  he  ex- 
plained in  his  leftures,  and  which  the  (Indents  copied. 
One,  entitled  Eutaxia^  exhibited  the   principles  of 
policy   exaftly  correfpondent  to  the  Englifli  Confti- 
tution  ;  afferting  at  once  the  rights  and  honour  of 
the  crown,  and  the  liberties  of  the  fubjcft.     It  traced 
the  original  of  all  government  to  the  inftitution  of 
God;  enforced  from  the  fubjed  love  to  the  pcrfon 
of  the  king,  obedience  to  the  laws,   and  a  dutiful 
fubmiffion  to  legal  taxes  for  the  fupport  of  the  crovra 
and  the  laws.     It  confirmed  the  ordinary  method  of 
fucceffion;  and  in  cafe  of  total  fubverfion  or  failure,' 
gave  a  right  to  the  or  dines  regni  to  reft  ore  the  con- 
ftitution,  by  the  extraordinary  call  of  fome  perfon  to 
the  throne.     It  is  pronounced  by  one  who  had  fccn 
it  to  have  been  fo  compleat,  ingenious,  and  judicious 
a  fyftera,  as  to  be  equal,  if  not  fuperior,  to  any  printed 
compofition  of  the  kind.     He  alfo  drew  up  a  Com- 
pendium of  Logic,  which  was  the  text  book  in  Har- 
vard college,    after    tie  became  prefident   of  that 
American  feminary,  till  it  was  fuperfeded  by  one  on 
a  more  improved  plan  by  Mr.  Brattle,  minifter  of  the 
church   in  Cambridge.     A  copy  of  each,  as  rare 
fpccimcns  of  American  literature  are  prcfcrvcd  in  the 
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cabinet  of  the  hiftorical  fociety.  A  great  many 
voung  minifters  were  educated  by  him,  as  well  as 
other  good  fcholars;  and  numbers  of  each  clafs 
were  afterwards  very  ufeful  in  church  and  ftate; 
and  the  feminary  was  marked  by  an  univerfal 
fentiment  of  refpcft  for  the  great  and  excellent 
tnen  of  the  epifcopal  order,  and  an  emulation 
of  their  virtues*  Mr.  Morton  himfelf  was  a 
pious,  learned,  and  ingenious  man;  of  a  fweet  na- 
.  tural  temper,  and  a  generous  public  fpirit;  an  inde- 
fatigable friend,  beloved  and  valued  by  all  that 
knew  him.  After  having  appeared  in  the  charader 
of  a  tutor  with  reputation  for  twenty  years,  he 
was  fo  harafled  with  procefles  in  the  eccleiiaflical 
court,  that  he  found  himfelf  conftrained  to  relin- 
quifli  it ;  and  being  under  great  apprehenfions  for 
the  intercfts  of  the  nation,  he  emigrated  to  New 
England  in  1685,  and  was  chofen  paftor  of  a  church 
in  Ch^rleftown,  over  againft  Boflon,  and  vice-pre- 
fident  of  Harvard  college.  Mr.  Morton  died  April 
1697,  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^  y^^^  ^^  his  age.  In  the  Philofo- 
phical  Tranfaftions  of  the  Royal  Society  there  is  a 
treatife  of  his,  entitled  "  A  Difcourfe  on  improving 
**  the  county  of  Cornwall  ;*'  the  feventh  chapter  of 
which  is  on  fea  fand  for  manure.  He  publifhed 
feveral  fmall  treatifes,  as  he  was  an  enemy  to  large 
volumes,  and  often  faid,  Meye^  (ii(iXi9v  fjLtyot  kuicop^ 
"  a  great  book  is  a  great  evil."  Dr.  Calamy  has 
preferved,  befides  his  vindication  of  himfelf  and 
brethren  from  the  charge  of  perjury,  on  account  of 
'teaching  univ^rfity  learning,  ^'  Advice  to  Candidates 
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*'  for  the  Miniftry,  under  the  prcfcnt  difcouraging 
•'  circumftances.*'  It  was  drawn  up  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  II.  but  dcferves  the  frequent  perufal  andf 
fcrious  atteniion  of  ihofewho  bear  that  charafteria 
the  prcfcnt  day.  Both  thefe  pieces  afford  proofs  of 
the  talents  and  excclfent  fpirit  of  the  author.  It  is 
to  be  regretted  that  only  few  names  of  his  ftudents 
are  come  down  to  us.* 

No.  4.      Mr.  Richard  Frankland^s  Academy. 

Mr.  Richard  Frankland,  being  ejefted  from  a 
lefturefliip  at  Bifhop's-Aukland  in  the  county  of 
Durham,  was  born  in  1630,  at  Rathmill  in  the 
parilh  of  Giglefwick  in  Craven,  a  divifion  of  the 
Weft  Riding  of  Yorkftiite;  and  received  his  clailical 
learning  at  a  famous  fchool  there.  In  r647  ^^  ^^^^^ 
entered  a  ftudcnt  in  Chrift  college,  Cambridge,  of 
which  Dr.  Sam.  Bolton  was  mafter;  where  he  made 
a  good  proficiency  in  human  and  facred  literature^ 
and  imbibed  a  deep  fenfc  of  religion.  There  he  took 
the  degree  of  mafter  of  arts ;  and  on  his  removal 
from  college,  after  a  ftiort  refidence  at  Hexham  on 
an  invitation  thither,  he  fucceffively  preached  at 
Haughton-le-Spring,  Lanchefter,  and  Biftiop's  Auk- 
land.  The  living  of  Aukland-St.- Andrew's,  which 
was  a  valuable  one,  was  prcfented  to  him  by  Sir 

•  Palmer's  Nonconformifl's  Memorial^  vol.  i.  p.  »73>  4;  Ca- 
lamy's  Account,  p.  144;  Continuatioa,  vol.i.  p.  176 — in;  Dr. 
Eliot's  American  Biographical  Didtionary,  article  Morton ;  Sam. 
Palmer's  Defence  of  the  Education  in  Diflenting  Academies,  p.  xo; 
and  Vindication  of  the  Diflenters,  in  anfwer  to  Mr,  Weflcy's  Dc 
fence,  &c.  4to.  1705,  p.  5» — 54*  Appendix  No.  v. 
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Arthur  Haflerig.    It  is  a  tcftimony  that  he  was  well 
known,  and  that  his  learning   and  charafter  were 
cfteemed,   that  when  the  Protcftor  Cromwell  had 
crefted  a  college  for  academical  learning  at  Durham,  in 
1 657,  MnFrankland  was  fixed  upon  to  be^a  tutor  in  it. 
By  the  deftruftion  of  the  inftitution  at  the  Reftora- 
tion  he  loft  the  office;  and  the  Aft  of  Uniformity, 
with  which  he  rcfufed  to  comply,  though  folicited  to 
it  by  Biftiop  Cofins  with  a  promife  of  preferment, 
excluded  him  from  his  living ;  and  he  retired  to  his 
own  eftate  at  Rathmill.     Here  the  perfuafions  of 
friends  prevailed  with  him  to  open  a  private  academy; 
and  fo  much  was  he  encouraged  in  this  liberal  em- 
ployment of  his  talents,  that  in  the  fpace  of  twenty, 
nine  years   three  hundred  young  gentlemen  had 
'  received  their  education  under  him.     In  the  mean 
time  he  repeatedly  changed  the  place  of  his  abode ; 
but  ftill  carried  on  his  academy  wherever^  he  went. 
In  1674  he  removed  to  Natland,  near  Kendal,  in 
Weftmoreland,  on  an  invitation  to  become  the  mi- 
nifter  of  a  church  there.     By  the  haraffing  opera^ 
tion  of  the  five-mile  aft,  he  was  obliged  to  leave 
that  place,'  and  removed  in  fucceffion  to  Dawfonfold 
in  the  fame  county,   to  Harthurrow  in  Lancafhire^ 
to    Calton  in   Craven  in  Yorkfliire,  to  AtterclifFc 
near  Sheffield,  and  again  to  Rathmill.     He  had  the 
reputation   of  being  an    acute   mathematician,  an 
eminent  divine,   fagacious  in  the  deteftion  of  error, 
and  able  in  the  defence  of  truth,   and  a  folid  inter- 
preter of  fcripture;   a  zeal  to  promote  the  gofpcl  in 
all  places,  united  with  great  moderation,  humility  of 
mind,  and  affability  of  deportment,  liberality  to  the 
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poor,  and  an  amiable  attention  to  all  relative  duties^ 
formed  in  his  character  leading  features.  He  was 
generally  beloved,  and  very  ufeful ;  yet  his  patience 
and  fortitude  were  tried  by  raany^and  various  troubles: 
and  even  after  the  Revolution  to  his  death  in  1698, 
when  he  was  68  years  of  age,  there  was  fcarcely  a 
year  paffed  vin  which  he  did  not  meet  with  fomc 
difturbance.  Dr.  L^jtham  has  given  us  a  lift  of 
his  pupils.f 

No.  5.     Mr.  Doolittle^s  Academy. 

Mr.  Doolittle,  A.  M.  of  Pembroke  hall,  Cam- 
bridge, was  a  native  of  Kidderminfter  j  and  ejefted 
from  the  rcftory  of  St.  Alphage,  London  Wall. 
He  firft  opened  a  boarding-fchool  in  Moorfields, 
which  was  much  encouraged  and  patronifed  -,  he 
had  twenty-eight  pupils,  when  that  malignant 
fever,  called  the  plague,  broke  out ;  on  this  he 
removed  to  Woodford  bridge  on  Epping  foreft. 
Upon  a  licenfe  granted  by  King  Charles  II.  in  1673, 
he  returned  to  the  vicinity  of  the  city,  became  the 
paftor  of  a  large  congregation  in  Monkwell-ftreet;| 

f  Calamy's  Account)  p.  a84-— tSS;  Continuation,  rol.  i.  p.453; 
Palmer's Nonconformift's  Memorial,  vol.  i.  p.  488 — 491;  Appendix 
No.  V. 

t  This  was  the  firft  meeting^houfe  built  after  the  fire  of  London, 
z66a.  In  the  veftry  is  preferved,  framed  and  glazed,  the  royal 
licenfe,  which  Mr.  Doolittle  took  out  on  the  declaration  of  indul- 
gence granted  to  the  nonconformifts  in  167a,  h'gnedby  his  Majefty'i 
command,  jirlington.  It  is  thought  to  be  the  only  memorial  of  the 
kind  exifting  in  the  city. — See  Wilfon's  Diflenting  Churches,  voL 
iii.  p.  186, 187;  where  the  author  has  giyen  an  exadfc  copy  of  it^ 
for  the  fatisfadioo  of  the  curious. 


/ 
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j^nd  fet  up  a  feminary  on  a  more  extenfivc  plan  at 
Iflington,  to  educate  young  men  for  the  miniftryj 
10  which  he  had  the  affiftance  of  Mr-  Thomas  Vin- 
cent, M.  A.  of  Chrift-church,  Oxford,  cjcfted  from 
St.  Mary  Magdalen,  Milk-ftreet,  London ;  a  gentle- 
man well  qualified  for  the  office.  When  the  Oxford 
Aft  paffed,  he  removed  to  Wimbledon;  and  his  lec- 
tures were  privately  attended  by  fevcrall  of  his  pupils, 
who  accommodated  themfelves  with  lodgings  in  the 
neighbourhood.  Among  the  names  of  thofe  who 
ftudied  under  him  are  fome  who  afterwards  made  a 
figure,  and  foared  above  the  leffons  they  had  received 
in  the  academy.  Mr.  Doolittle,  though  a  very 
worthy  and  diligent  divine,  was  not  very  eminciH 
for  compafs  of  knowledge  or  depth  of  thought.* 

•     No.  6.   .  Mr.  John  SbuttlewoocT s  Academy. 

Mr.  John  Shuttlewood,  A.  B.  of  Chrifl  college, 
Cambridge,  born  at  Wymefwold,  Leicefterfliire, 
Jan.  3,  1631,  was  ejefted  from  Raunfton  and  Hoofe, 
in  the  fame  county.  He  was  a  confiderable  fufferer 
for  his  nonconformity;  for  not  only  was  he  deprived 
of  his  living,  but  was  haraffed  with  various  profecu- 
lions,  which  obliged  him  to  frequent  removals;  fome* 
limes  taking  his  abode  in  Leicefterfliire,  and  fometimes 
refiding  in  Northamptonlhire  :  yet  he  could  not 
fecure  his  perfon  from  imprifonment,  nor  evade  the 
fcizure  ot  his  goods.     His  health  was  much  afFeScd 

*  Palmer's  Nonconformift's  Memorial,  toL  i.  p.  80—885  Matth. 
Henry's  Life,  p.  a;;  Emlyn's  Works,  vol.  i. 
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and  injured  by  his  minifterial  labours  in  incommo* 
dious  places  and  at  unfeafonabie  hours,  and  by  the 
evils  of  perfecution  in  thofc  rigorous  and  cruel 
times.  His  troubles,  however,  did  not  prevent  his 
keeping  a  feminaryat  Sulby,  near  Wclford,  North- 
amptonfhire,  and  at  Little  Creaton,  where  he  lived, 
and  died  in  the  year  of  the  Revolution.  It  appears 
from  a  memorandum  in  his  pocket  almanack,  "that 
**  fix  ftudents  were  added  to  his  feminary  in  one 
**  year."  It  feems  to  have  had  a  good  degree  of 
reputation,  and  to  have  been  fometimes  flourifhing. 
The  lift  of  ftudents  which  time  has  tranfmitted  dowtt 
to  us  reflefts  credit  on  his  academy,  if  not  by  the 
number  of  names,  yet  by  eminence  of  charafter  to 
which  they  rofe.  Mr.  Shuttlewood  was  a  man  of 
ability  and  learning;  an  acceptable  and  ufefui 
preacher;  much  efteemed  not  only  in  the  places  of 
his  refidcnce,  but  through  the  neighbouring  country. 
Of  this  the  concife  but  impreflive  infcription  on  his 
tombftone  was  an  honourable  teftiraony;  recording 
that  he  was  **  multum  dileftus,  multum  deflcndus," 
much  beloved,  much  lamented.*  He  was  the  father 
of  the  diflenting  caufe  in  that  part  of  Northanipton- 
flbire,  in  which  he  fixed  his  refidence. 


No.  7.     Mn  Samuel  Cradeck^s  Academy* 

Among  others,  who,  when  they  were  filenced  by 
the  Aft  of  Uniformity,  employed  their  talents  and 

*  Palmer's  NoncoufonniA*s  Memorial ToLii.  p.  223 — 1%%\  tnd 
Thompfon's  MS.  ColIeAions,  vol.  ii.  article  Creaton. 
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learning  for  ihc  inftrdftion  of  youth,  was  Mr.  Sim* 
Cradock,  B.  D.  fellow  of  Emanuel  college,  Cam- 
bridge, ejefted  from  the  reftory  of  North  Cadbury, 
Somerfctlhire.  The  facrifice  he  made  of  this  va- 
luable living  to  the  principle  of  conference  was  com* 
pcnfated  to  him  by  the  will  of  a  gentleman,  to 
whom  he  was  next  heir,  Mr.  Walter  Cradock,  of 
Wickham-Brook  in  Suffolk,  who  bequeathed  his 
cftate  to  him.  He  ufed  to  acknowledge  with  great 
thankfulnefs  this  allotment  of  Providence  in  his 
favour;  and  on  the  occafion  took  for  his  motto, 
•'  Nee  ingratus  nee  inutilis  videar  vixiiTe/*  He  went 
fomc  years  after  and  refided  in  the  manfion  of  his 
deceafed  friend;  but  not  to  indulge  in  ufelefs  inac- 
tivity. For  fome  years  he  ufually  preached  twice 
every  Lord's  day  gratuitoufly  to  the  neighbourhood; 
and  commenced  an  inftruftor  of  youth  in  academical 
leariiing.  In  the  number  of  thofe  who  ftudied  under 
him  were  fome  who  were  afterwards  diftinguifhed  by 
their  ftations  in  life  and  by  worth  of  charafter.  His 
leflures  were  grounded  on  fyftems  of  logic,  natural 
and  moral  philofophy,  and  metaphyfics;  compofed 
by  himfelf,  and  extrafted  out  of  a  variety  of  authors. 
His  pupils  were  obliged  to  copy  them  out  for  their 
own  ufe  ;  they  confidered  this  a  great  drudgery,  but 
Dr.  Calamy,  who  was  one  of  them,  was  inclined  to 
think  that  the  benefits  attending  this  talk  ovcrba- 
lanced  the  inconveniencies  and  labour  of  it.  Mr. 
Cradock  treated  his  pupils  in  a  gentleman  like 
manner,  lived  ifpon  his  own  eftate,  kept  a  good 
houfe,  and  was  much  refpeScd  by  all  the  gentlemen 
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around  the  country*     This  was  the  natural  confe- 

quence  of  a  mind  truly  catholic,  that  regarded  with 

ellecm  every  man  for  his  goodnefs,'^and  fecured  the 

cfteem   of  all  that  were  truly  good  ;  a  return  for 

affable   and  .courteous  manners.      His   deporracni 

was  condefcending,  and  his  temper  forgiving,   "  \Vc 

''  had/*  fays  Dr.  Calaray,  *' our  innocent  diTcrficns, 

"  and  ufed   to  ride  and   vifit  any  acquaintance  wc 

*«  had  at  Bury,  Sudbury,  Newmarket,  Cambridge, 

**  and   other  places   in  the   neighbourhood  ;  but  I 

"  never  knew  any  thing  like  debauchery  among  Mr. 

"  Cradock's  domeftics."     His  publications  remaia 

as  proofs  of  his  folid  judgment,  digeftcd  though:, 

clear  method,  and  unaffefted  ftyle,  as  a  writer;  whL'c 

they  breathe  the  fpirit  of  ferious  and  manly  pkzr. 

His  commentaries  are  ftill  efteemcd  as  valoable;  2zd 

his  treatife,  entitled,    "Knowledge  and  Pri&cs,'* 

has  been  recommended  as  the  bed  book  (^  i:s  iiaJ 

to  young  minifters.* 

Among  others  who,  after  they  wtrc  zspaci  ^z-^i 

the  pulpit,   affifted  the  ftudics  of  yooa^  ac,  was 

Mr.  Edward  Veal,  of  Chrift^hnrcft,  Or'iri,  2r.d 

afterwards  of  Trinity  college,  Dobtc;  wij  irnr.! 

exercifed  his  miniftry  in  Dublin  aoi  fa  raz'zj;  kr.i 

when  he  was  deprived  of  his  fdlcmitg  tzz  icc.:-- 

formity,  became  chaplain  toSirWKihiZ  I7i'.tr,  ;- 

Middlefex;  and  on  the  dad afii parr; z,  :t:.lti 

as  a  minifter  with  a  coagr^xSaz  ii  Wizciz  r.    izi 

remained  in  this  conocflioo  ta  i  goaf  if  a  r^.     Z':^^      ^ 

.nd 

*  Palmer's  Nonconlbnnii^  JienBat  loLi.  t.  -••.  .    y* 
Calamv's niSkoryo(]us onLcaaToBtVS ;  ;lc  Z  ..-•^   ^^^^^ 
Preaching  Le^hircf,  p.  th  ivaa.  tk 

1 
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ififirmkies  of  declining  life  obliged  him  to  relinqui(h 
his  pulpit  and  academy  fome  years  before  his  death, 
June  6,  1 708,  aet.  76.  Mr.  Nathaniel  Taylor,  an 
eminent  and  popular  preacher,  a  paftor  of  the  con- 
gregation at  Salter's  hall,  called  by  Dr.  Doddridge* 
on  account  of  bis  vaft  wit  and  ftrength  of  exprefiion, 
iht  diflenting  Soutb^  who  died  fuddenly  in  April 
1702,  is  the  only  one  of  thofe  who  ftudied  under 
Mr.  Veal,  whofe  name  has  been  delivered  down  to  us« 
Others  defervc  to  be  mentioned  with  refpeft,  as 
a£Gi(ting  the  ftudies  of  youth,  efpecially  of  th^fe  who 
were  dcligned  for  the  miniflry ;  though  the  records 
of  the  times  fupply  but  very  few  particulars  relative 
to  their  mode  of  inftruAion,  and  thofe  who  enjoyed 
ihe  benefit  of  it.     Among  thefe  was 

The  excellent  Mr.  Philip  Henry ;  who,  after  he 
was  cjeftcd  from  Worthenbury,  and  remoyed  to 
Broad  Oak,  till  his  death  in  1696,  frequently  received 
into  his  houfe  young  gentlemen,  who  had  in  other  fe- 
minaries  finiflied  a  courfe  of  univerfity  learning,  and 
were  deiirous  of  the  benefit  of  his  inftruAions  and 
counfels  ;  and  who  affifted  in  the  education  of  his 
own  children.  One  of  the  firft  who  joined  his  family, 
in  1668,  was  Mr.  Wm.  Turner,  of  Edmund's  Hall  in 
Oxford,  and  afterwards  for  many  years  vicar  of  Wal- 
bunon  in  SujQTex ;  a  ferious,  laborious,  and  ufeful 
preacher;  author  of  an  elaborate  "  Hiftory  of  all 
"  Religions  in  1695,"  and  of  "  A  Hifl-ory  of  remark- 
**able  Providences,  &c."  the  plan  of  which  was  fug. 
gefted  by  Mr.  Matthew  Pool.  Another,  who  had 
been  a  commoner  in  Edmund's  Hall,  and  then  purfued 
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his  ftudics  under  Mr.  Henry's  roof,  was  his  kinfinaa 
Mr,  Robert  Bozicr,  a  young  man  of  pregnant  parts, 
great  application,  and  exenniplary  piety;  who  died  of 
a  fever,  in  the  23d  year  of  his  age,  Sept.  13,  1680, 
at  Mr.  Doolittle's,  Iflington,  into  whofe  feminary  he 
had  entered  himfelf  a  few  weeks  before  with  Mr, 
Matthew  Henry.     Mr.  Samuel  Lawrence,  of  Nant- 
wich,  who  fpent  fome  time  in  Mr.  Morton's  academy, 
atNewington  Green;  Mr.  JohnWilfon,  of  Warwick, 
pupil  alfo  of  Mn  Thomas  Rowe;  and  Dr.  Behion, 
of  Shrewfbury,  who  ftudied  likewife  at  Glafgow, 
placed  themfclves  under  the  direftion  of  Mr.  Henry. 
The  great  thing  whiqh  he  ufed  to  prefs  upon  thofc 
who  were  candidates  for  the  miniftry,  was  to  ftudy 
the  fcriptures,   and  make  them  familiar.      Bonus 
Uxtuarius   est  bonus    tbeologus    was   his   favourite 
maxim.     He  would  fay  to  them,   "  you  come  to  mc 
'^  as  Naaman  did  to  Elifha,  expeAing  that  I  fhoutd  do 
**  this  or  that  for  you;  and,  alas,  I  can  but  fay  as  he 
^  did,  Goy  wash  in  Jordan :  Go,  ftudy  the  fcriptures, 
I  profefs  to  teach  no  other  learning  but  fcripturc 
learning.**     With  this  view  it  was  his  cuftom  to 
recommend  to  them  the  ftudy  of  the  Hebrew,  and 
theufe  of  an  interleaved  bible,   into  which  to  tran- 
fcribe  the  expofitions  and  obfcrvations  which  might 
occur  in  reading,  and  which  often  furpafs  thofe  that 
are  to  be  met  with  in  profeffed  coramentators.f 

Dr.  Theophilus  Gale^  the  learned  author  of  *'  The 
•*  Court  of  the  Gentiles,'*^  (whg  died  in  1678,  and 

t  Theological  and  B^lical  Magazine,  Tol.yii.  p.  34;;  Philip 
Henry's  Life,  p.  I »8,  1699. 
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expreffed  his  Uberal  zeal  for  the  encouragement  of 
learning  i^y  leaving  all  his  real  and  perfonal  eftate 
for  the  education  of  poor  fcholars^  and  by  the  bequefl: 
of  the  philofophical  part  of  his  well-chofen  library 
to  ftudents  at  home,  and  all  the  reft  of  it  to  Har- 
vard college,  New  England,)  opened  an  academy 
about  the  year  1666,  at  Ncwington  Green ;  for  thd 
direction  of  which  he  was  eminently  qualified  by  hia 
deep  and  untverfal  learning,  Mr.  John  Afhwood, 
a  pious  and  excellent  man,  whofe  life  was  writtjen  by 
Mr.  Thomas  Reynolds;  and  Mr.  Thomas  Rowe^ 
and  Mr.  Benoni  Rowe,  to  whofe  names  celebrity  is 
attached,  ftudied  under  him. 

Dr.  Henry  Langleyy  a  judicious  and  folid  divine^ 
fellow  of  Pembroke  college,  Oxford,  afterwards  ap- 
pointed matter  by  ordinance  of  Parliament  in  1647^ 
and  in  the  next  year  made  canon  of  Chrift-church; 
when  at  the  Reftoration  he  was  deprived  of  both 
thefe  preferments  by  the  vifitors,  retired  to  Tubney, 
near  Abingdon,  and  inftrufted  young  men  in  acade- 
mical learning.  He  died  Sept.  10,  1679.  Mr. 
James  Waters,  of  Uxbridge,  whofe  daughter  married 
Mr.  Mafon,  the  author  of  the  treatife  on  "  Self 
"  Knowledge,"  commenced  his  ftudies  under  Dr. 
Langley.* 

Mr.  John  Maiden^  ejefted  from  Newport  in  Sbrop* 
(hire,  a  man  of  great  learning,  an  excellent  Hebrc- 
clan,  and  a  folid  preacher,  as  well  as  exemplary  for 
piety  and  deep  humility,  afterwards  kept  a  private 
academy  near  Whitchurch,  in  the  fame  county,  and 

*  Theological  and  B  blical  Magazine,  ut  ante,  p.  j^49« 
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had  under  His  care  many  young  men  of  great  pro- 
mife;  among  others  Mr.  Samuel  Lawrence,  after  he 
left  Mr.  Henry,  at  the  time  of  his  death  on  May  23, 
1 68 1,  set.  60.* 

Dr.'  Obadiah  Grew^  cjefted  from  St.  Michaels, 
Coventry,  after  the  grant  of  pubh'c  liberty,  added 
to  his  minifterial  labours  the  tuition  of  fomc  young 
men  for  the  miniftry  j  an  employment  for  which  he 
was  as  eminently  qualified  by  folid  learning,  fedatencfs 
of  temper,  and  courteous  manners,  as  by  regular 
piety  and  great  candour.  His  death  terminated  his 
ufeful  exeriions.  Oft.  22, 1689.  Mr.  Samuel  Pom- 
fret,  a  pious  and  popular  preacher  in  London,  who 
formed  a  church  of  his  own  gathering  about  the  end 
of  the  1 7th  century,  and  which  confided  of  more 
than  800  communicants,  fomc  years  before  his 
death,  on  nth  Jan.  1721 — 22,  commenced  his 
academical  ftudies  under  Dr.  Grew. 

Mr.  Thos.  Sbewell,  M.  A.  a  native  of  Coventry, 
educated  in  the  Univerfity  of  Cambridge,  and 
cjefled  by  the  Aft  of  Uniformity  from  the  vicarage 
of  Lenham  in  Kent ;  fucceeded  Dr.  Grew  in  his  two 
charafters  of  paftor  and  tutor,  and  conduftcd  his 
academy  till  his  death,  Jan.  19,  1693.$ 

Dr.  Joshua  Oldfield,  who  had  been  a  ftudent ,  in 
Chrift's  college,  Cambridge,  on  fettling  at  Coventry 
as  fucceflbr  to  Mr.  Shewill ,  followed  the  fteps  of 
his  predeceflbrs  in  teaching  academical  learning,  and 
purfued   this  literary  employment  here  for  a  con- 

•  Theological  and  Biblical  Magazine,  ut  ante,  pr  311* 
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cos^iderable  time  with  great  reputation,  till  bis 
removal  to  London  in  1700 ;  where  he  refumed 
it^  in  conjundion  with  other  learned  divines  ;  though 
during  his  refidence  at  Coventry  he  met  with  much 
oppoiicion  from  the  fpiritual  courts.  He  was 
ailifted  in  his  labours  as  a  tutor  by  his  co-paftor 
Mr.  Tong.§ 

Mr.  Henry  Newcome^  of  Manchefter,  who  had 
been  forced  to  remove  to  Ellenbrook  by  the  Oxford 
Ad,  when  he  had  liberty  to  licenfe  a  place  of 
worfiiip  in  1672,  united  with  the  charader  ot  the 
paftor  that  of  the  teacher  of  academical  literature ;  for 
which  he'  was  well  qualified,  by  his  great  proficiency 
in  philofophy  and  theology,  and  by  his  eafe  and 
freedom  in  communicating  from  his  (lores  of  ac- 
quired knowledge.  After  his  death  in  1695,  M^* 
John  Chorlton,  a  native  of  Salford,  near  Manchefter^ 
a  ftudent  under  Mr.  Frankland,  and  firft  affiftant 
and  then  fucceffor  to  Mr.  Newcome  in  his  paftoral 
pfficb,  alfo  engaged  in  the  liberal  employment  of 
educating  candidates  for  the  miniftry.* 

Mr.  James  Coninghanij  M.  A.  educated  in  the 
Univerfity  of  Edinburgh,  taught  academical  learn- 
ing firft  at  Penrith  in  Cumberland,  where  he  began 
his  miniftry  ;  and  on  removing  to  Manchefter  in 
3700,  to  be  co-paftor  with  Mr.  Chorlton,  united 
with  him  in  his  literary  labours  of  tuition.  He  had 
to  contend  withperfons  inimical  tothedilTenters,  after 
Mr.  Chorlton's  death  in  1705,  and  was  profecuted 
by  government   for  keeping  an    academy.      This 

§  Theo.  and  Bib.  Magazine,  p.  3i:»i  313.     *  Id.  p.  348,  349. 
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feminary  appears  to  have  been  broken  up  on  Mn 
Coningham's  removal  to  London  to  fucceed  Mr. 
Stretton,  in  1712.* 

Mr.  Ralph  Button,  B.  D.  eanon  of  Chrift-church, 
Oxford,  and  orator  of  the  Univcrfity,  who  loft  both 
his  preferments  at  the  Reftoration,  though  he  had 
celebrated  that  event  in  a  Hebrew  and  Latin  poem; 
Ihould  be  mentioned  as  one  of  thofc  who  devoted 
their  time  and  talents,  when  laid  afide  from  their 
labours  as  minifters,  to  the  laudable  employment  of 
training  up  youth  in  fcieiice  and  literature.     After 
he  was  expelled  from  his  pofts  in  the  univerfity* 
he  removed  with  his  family  to  Brentford,  where  he 
was  induced  by  the  pcrfuafion  of  two  gentlemen, 
who  were  knights,  privately  to  inftruft  their  fons ; 
for  which  he  was  caft  into  gaol,  and  fufFered  an  im- 
prifonment  of  fix  months.     On  the  indulgence,  he 
removed  to  Iflington,  and  opened  a  private  academy. 
Mr.  Baxter  adds  to  an  encomium  on  his  moral  and 
teligious  charafter,  that  he  was  an  excellent  fcholar. 
In  the  earlier  part  of  his  life  he  had  been  an  eminent 
tutor  in  Exeter  college  ;  to  a  vacant  felIow(hip  in 
which  he  had  been  previoufly  chofen  by  the  recom- 
mendation  of  Dr.  Prideaux,   its  reftor,   in  1633, 
In  1 642  he  removed  to  London,  on  the  breaking 
out  of  the  civil  wars,  and  had  been  clefted  profeffor 
of  geometry  in  Greftiam  college.     Thefe  fituatipns 
had  prepared  him  for    private  tuition^  and  were 
proofs    of   his    literary  qualifications.      He  died 
in    i68o.      Among  his  pupils   were  Mr.  Samuel 

*  Theological  and  Biblical  Magazine,  ut  aote,  p,  348,  349. 
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Pomfret,  who  finifticd  his  ftudics  under  him;  Mr. 
King,  of  Wellingborough  ;  and  Sir  Jofeph  Jckyll, 
the  fon  of  a  clergyman  ;  afterwards,  as  Mr. 
Whifton  delineates  his  charafter  with  force  and 
concifenefs,  *'  the  mod  excellent  ,and  upright 
**  Mafter  of  the  Rolls.'*  He  was  diftinguilhed  by  his 
difmterefted  and  fteady  attachment  to  the  caufe  of 
civil  and  religious  liberty,  and  by  the  patronage  he 
afforded  to  facred  literature  and  its  friends.  Inftancc^ 
of  this  were  a  penfion  of  50I.  per  annum  to  Mr. 
Whifton,  and  an  annual  falary  to  Mr.  Chubb, 
whom,  before  he  fell  into  a  fceptical  ftate  of  mind, 
Mr.  Whifton  had  introduced  to  him.  To  Sir 
Jofeph  Jekyll  were  dedicated,  by  their  refpeftivc 
authors,  Biftiop  Butler^s  Sermons  preached  in  the 
Rolls  chapel,  and  Mr.  Lowman's  Paraphrafe  and 
Notes  on  the  Revelation. 

Mr.  Wil/iam  Wickens^  ftated  by  Calamy  to  have 
been  ejeftedfrom  St.  Andrew  Hubbard,  Little  Eaft- 
cheap,  London,  though  at  the  Reftoration  it  fliould 
feem  he  was  not  in  poffefllon  of  that  living,  but 
preacher  at  the  Poultry  Compter,  is  in  the  lift  of 
thcfe  who  prcfided  over  private  academies  at  New- 
iDgton  Green ;  where  he  preached  to  a  fmall  con- 
gregaiicTi  till  within  two  years  of  his  death,  Sept. 
22,  1699,  ^^-  ^5-  ^^  ^^y  ^^  concluded,  that  he 
was  eminently  qualified  to  affift  theological  ftudies, 
from  his  familiar  acquaintance  with  the  Old  and 
New  Teftamcnts  in  the  original  languages,  fo  that  in 
Jiis  clofct  he  feldora  had  recourfe  to  any  tranflation. 
JIi§  fi^yourjte  ftudy,  next  tg  the  Jioly  Scriptures, 
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was  oriental  learning,  cfpccially  the  Jewifli  laws  and 
cuftoms,  in  the  knowledge  of  which  he  had  few 
equals,* — Mr.  Stephen  Lobb^  fon  of  Richard  Lobb^ 
cfq;  high  fheriff  of  Cornwall,  and  member  of  parlia- 
ment for  St.  Michael  in  that  county,  in  1659 ;  (who 
was  the  paftor  of  an  independent  congregation  in 
Fetter,  Jx)ndon,  and  made  a  confpicuous  figure  among 
the  diffenters  during  the  reign  of  James  11.  and  had 
a  great  fliare  in  the  controverfy  with  Dr.  Williams;) 
is  not  to  be  forgotten  in  the  enumeration  of  thofe 
who  direfted  the  (Indies  of  candidates  for  the  mi« 
niftry.  He  is  faid  to  have  enjoyed  every  advan- 
tage of  not  only  a  pious  but  liberal  education,  firft 
commenced  in  a  diffenting  academy,  and  then  com- 
pleted in  Holland  ;  to  have  poffeffed  a  difceming 
penetrating  fpirit,  a  firm  and  found  judgment,  and 
great  ftrength  of  mind  ;  and  to  have  united  with 
thefe  natural  abilities  a  clofe  application  to  (ludy, 
and  was  a  great  raafter  of  the  art  of  reafoning. 
Thefe  qualifications  will  juftify  us  in  forming  a  high 
cftimate  of  his  fitnefs  for  the  province  of  a  tutor. 
He  died  in  the  vigour  of  life,  June  3,  1699. — Mr, 
Francis  Glafcock,  (a  gentleman,  it  is  apprehended,  of 
Scotch  cxtraftion,  and  educated  in  one  of  the  uni- 
verfities  of  North-Britain,)  ought  to  be  mentioned  in 
conneSion  with  the  two  preceding  names.  He  was 
predeceflbr  to  Dr.  Jabez  Earle,  as  paftor  of  a  con- 
gregation, which  aflembled  firft  in  Drury-lane,  and 
then  in  Hanover-ftreet,  Long-acre.  He  died  in 
1 706 ;  and  a  few  months  before  his  death  had  been 

*  Theolpgical  and  Biblical  Magazine,  ut  antCi  p.  374* 
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chofcn,  though  a  prcflbytcrian,  a  Tucfday's  Icfturcr 
at  Pinner's  Hall;  where  he  delivered,  as  well  as  in  his 
own  pulpit,  many  elaborate  difcourfes,  which  difco- 
vcred  not  lefs  ability,  than  they  exprelTed  zeal  in  de- 
fence of  what  he  judged  to  be  the  great  doftrines  of 
the  gofpel,  more  efpecially  the  deity  of  Jefus  Chrift, 
On  the  occaiion  of  the  excellent  Mr.  Mortoq's  being 
induced  by,  the  rigour  of  the  times  to  feek  a  fphere 
of  ufefulnefs  and  a  peaceable  afylum  in  America, 
Mr.  Glafcock,  Mr.  Lbbb,  and  Mr.  Wickens  under- 
took to  give  private  leftures  to  the  (Indents,  deprived 
of  his  aiEftance  by  his  emigration,  and  difpofed  to 
form  themfelves  into  a  clafs;  and  to  others,  who, 
through  the  feverity  of  tht  times,  were  deprived  of 
more  public  means  of  improvement.  Among  thefe, 
while  others  of  Mr.  Morton's  pupils  went  to  Ge- 
neva, was  Mr.  John  Beaumont,  a  native  of  London, 
who  received  his  claffical.  education  in  St.  Paul's 
fchool  under  the  learned  Dr.  Thomas  Gale,  with 
whom  his  great  love  of  learning  made  him  a  favour- 
ite. Mr.  Beaumont,  when  he  entered  on  the  office 
of  the  minifler,  befides  preaching  with  great  accept- 
ance at  Fareham  in  Hamplhire,  and  other  places,  was 
fuccefsful  in  raifing  and  forming  three  congregations, 
one  at  Swallowfield  in  Berkfhire,  a  fccond  at  Peck- 
ham,  and  a  third  at  Batterfea,  in  Surrey;  and  affifted 
in  gathering  another  at  Chertfea  in  the  fame  countyj 
and  was  afterwards  32  years  paftor  of  a  congre- 
gation at  Deptford  in  Kent,  where  he  died  in  1730. 
Dr.Gale,  when  he  was  fit  for  the  univerfity,  urged 
him,  and  held  out  offer$  to  induce  him,  to  enter  in 
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one  of  the  colleges  at  Cambridge ;  which  he  decUacd 
from  confcientious  fcruples  on  conformity.  He  wap 
ordained  after  the  prefbyterian  model,  July  i,  1689, 
with  Mr.  Hughes,  of  Canterbury,  by  Dr.  Anneflcy, 
Mr.  John  Reynolds,  Mr.  Robert  Franklin,  and  Mr. 
John  Quick,  His  firft  fettlemenc  as  a  paftor  was  at 
Batterfea,  where  he  fpent  five  years.  His  charaAer 
as  a  Chriftian  was  diftinguiflied  by  an  holy,  blamcr 
lefs,  and  inofFenfive  converfation,  and  by  great  pa- 
tience and  refignation  under  uncommon  affliflions  ; 
and  as  a  divine,  by  his  zeal  in  aflecting  the  dodrine$ 
that  are  called  orthodox.* 

Mr.  Benja?nin  Robin/on  J  who  fuccceded  Mr.  Wood- 
houfe  in  the  paftoral  conneftion  in  Little  St.Helen's, 
and  was  for  twenty  years  a  minifler  of  eminence 
in  London,  dying  April  30,  1724,  in  the  early  days 
of  his  miniflry  was  engaged  in  the  education  of 
youth.  The  foundation  of  his  qualifications  for 
this  provincd  was  laid  by  a  confiderable  progrefs  la 
the  Latin,  Greek,  and  Hebrew  languages,  under 
Mr.  Ogden,  a  polite  fcholar,  and  mafter  of  a  fchool 
in  Derby,  of  which  town  Mr.  Rbbinfon  was  a 
native ;  from  whofe  care  he  was  removed  to  purfuc 
academical  ftudies  under  Mr.  Woodhoirfe.  At  Fin- 
dern,  near  Derby,  where  he  was  folemnly  ordained 
to  the  work  of  the  miniftry,  in  Oft.  1688,  he  fibrft 
opened  a  grammar-fchool  in  1693.  ^^  ^^^^  fituatioa 
he  was  highly   cfteemed  by  many  worthy  clergy- 

•  Theological  and  Biblical  Magazine,  ut  ante,  p.  374—37^; 
Wiifon's  Hiftory  of  Diffenting  Churches,  vol.  iii.  p.  436*  43  7—441  ; 
and  Dr.  A.Tayloi's  Funeral  Sermon  for  Mr.  Beaumont,  p.  43— 46* 
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men  and  others  on  account  of  his  learning  and  good 
fcnfe,  his  unaffeftcd  piety  and  obliging  deportment, 
and  had  offers  of  preferment  in  the  national  church; 
yet  thefe  circumftances,  fo  honourable  to  his  charafter, 
and  fo  propitious  to  his  purfuits,  did  not  fcreen  him 
from  a  citation  into  the  Biihop  of  Lichfield  and 
Coventry's  court.  But  his  acquaintance  with  and 
perfonal  application  to  Dr.  Lloyd,  the  bifliop,  and 
who  afterwards  kept  up  an  epiftolary  correfpon- 
dence  with  him,  foon  relieved  him  from  the  trouble 
of  this  litigious  procefs.  Within  a  few  years  he 
removed  to  Hungerford  in  Berkfliire ;  where,  at  the 
^earned  requeft  of  hi?,  brethren  in  thofe  parts,  he 
opened  an  academy.  This  meafure  awakened  en- 
mity againft  him,  and  a  complaint  was  lodged 
againft  him  with  the  eminent  prelate  Bifliop  Burnet; 
who  fent  for  him,  as  he  paffed  through  Hunger- 
ford,  on  the  progrefs  of  a  vifitation ;  to  whom  he 
gave  fuch  fatisfaftion,  both  as  to  his  undertaking 
and  his  nonconformity,  as  paved  the  way  for  a 
kind  intimacy  ever  after.  He  is  faid  to  have  been 
diftinguifhed  by  a  regard  to  the  drift  and  genuine 
fenfe  of  fcripture  according  to  the  bcfl  rules  of  in- 
terpretation. Many  were  educated  under  him  for 
theminiftry;  and  fome  younger  minifters,  fettled  in 
his  neighbourhood,  derived  great  benefit  from  the 
light  he  Ci^ft:  on  fubjefts  in  private  conference^,  and 
at  quarterly  meetings  held  in  Newbury,  at  which  it 
was  cuftomary  to  handle  on  fome  theological  fubjeft, 
JD  which  mode  of  difcuffion  Mr.  Robinfon  excellied. 
He  appears  to  have  been  aflifted  in  his  academical 
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department,  for  a  year  or  two,  by  Mr.  Edward 
Godwin; II  who  bad  ftudied  under  the  learned  Mr. 
Samuel  Jones,  at  Tewkefbury,  and  fettled  as  a 
minifter  in  Hungerford,  and  became,  in  1722,  co- 
paflor  with  Mr.  Robinfon,  at  Little  St.  Helen's. 
To  Mr,  Godwin's  judgment  Dr.  Doddridge  was 
indebted  for  feveral  important  alterations  and  im- 
provements in  the  manufcript  of  his  "  Family  Ex- 
**  pofitor;'*  and  by  his  friendly  and  affiduous  fervices 
that  excellent  work  was  carried  through  the  prefs. 
Mr.  Robinfon's  feminary  was  broken  up  by  his 
removal  to  London. 

Another  gentleman  ufefully  engaged,  at  this  pe- 
riod, in  plans  of  education,  was  Mr.  Henry  Hickman^ 
B.  D.  whom  the  Aft  of  Uniformity  deprived  of  a 
fellowfliip  in  Magdalen  college,  Oxford ;  on  which 
he  went  over  to  Holland.  On  his  return  he  fixed 
his  refidcnce  in  a  retired  ficuation  near.  Stourbridge 
in  Worcefterfliire,  his  native  country.  Here  he 
opened  a  private  feminary  to  read  leftures  in  logic 
and  philofophy.  He  had  the  charafter  of  being  a 
man  of  excellent  and  general  learning,  a  celebrated 
preacher,  and  an  acute  difputant.  The  titles  of 
his  publications  afford  a  prefumption  of  hi^  talents 
as  a  fcholar  and  a  difputant.  He  was,  in  the  latter 
gart  of  his  life,  minifter  of  an  Englifh  church  at 
Leyden,  and  died  at  Utrecht,  in  a  very  advanced 
age,  in  1 691  or  2.  T4ie  names  of  two  of  his  dif- 
ciples  are  tranfmitted   d^wn  to  thefe  times.     One 

'  II  Wilfon's  Hiftory  of  Diflenting  Churches,  vol.  i.  p.  3821;  Or*. 
Cumaiing>  Fuaeral  Sermon  f<^  ldr«RobiAfoo»  p«  5if  5  6»  5L7*         , 
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was  Mr.  John  Ball,  many  years  the  rcrcrcd  minifter 
of  a  congregation  at  Honiton  in  Devon ;  where  he 
died  May  6,  1745,  in  the  91ft  year  of  his  age :  he 
had  excrcifcd  his  miniflry  in  this  town  above  half  a 
century,  and  preached  bat  a  few  days  before  his 
death  with  great  fluency  and  vivacity.  He  was  the 
fon  of  a  learned  and  excellent  minifler,  Mr.  Natha- 
niel Ball,  geftcd  from  Royfton  in  Herts.  He  fycat 
fome  time  under  Mr.  John  Short,  alfo  the  fon  of  a* 
miniftcr,  cjcfted  from  Lymc-Regis  in  Dorfetfhire,  a 
man  of  learning,  and  who  educated  young  men 
for  the  miniftry  at  Lyme  and  Cnlliton.  Mr.  Ball 
likewife  ftudied  at  Utrecht,  with  a  clofenefs  of  appli- 
cation that  brought  on  a  fcvere  illnefs,  and  a  weak^ 
nefs  of  fcveral  years.  He  fpoke  the  Latin  tongue 
with  great  fluency,  could  read  any  book  in  Greek 
with  the  fame  eafe  as  in  Englifti,  and  generally  carried 
the  Hebrew  pfaltcr  into  the  pulpit  to  expound  from 
it.  He  could  repeat  the  Pfalms  by  heart,  and  feldom 
paflcd  a  day  without  hearing  or  reading  fix  or  eight 
chapters  in  the  bible.  It  was  his  ufual  cuftom  to 
pray  fix  times  a  day;  a  learned  perfon,  notparticu- 
lariy  favourable  to  him,  owned  that  **  he  prayed 
"  like  an  apqftle.''  His  great  affability  and  good 
temper  endeared  him  to  perfons  of  all  parties ;  and  , 
for  his  general  knowledge  of  the  world,  and  face; 
tious  converfation,  his  company  was  efteemed  and 
courted.  He  was  liberal  to  the  poor.  In  his  pas-^ 
toral  duties  he  was  peculiarly  diligent  and  aftive  in 
catechifing :  and  had  at  one  time  above  two  hun- 
dred catechumens.     A  perfon  remarkable  for  his 
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• 

bias  to  deifm  faid  of  him,  ^^  that  man  is  \rhat  a  mi'* 
*'  nifter  fhould  be/*  Mr.  Ball's  name  will  occur 
in  a  fubfequcnt  period  of  this  hiftory.  In  the  per-* 
feculing  times  of  Charles  IL  and  James  IL  Mr« 
'  Ball  was  connived  at  in  the  education  of  a  fele^ 
number  of  gentlemen's  fons,  whofe  fathers  did  not 
accord  with  him  in  fentiraents  ;  for  he  was  greatly 
beloved  by  perfons  of  rank  and  influence,  as  well 
as  of  different  parties,  in  the  neighbourhood. :{: 

Another  minifter,  who  (ludied  a  fliort  time  under 
Mr.  Hickman,  and  but  a  fhort  time,  on  account  of 
the  infirmities  of  his  declining  years,  was  Mn  Thos. 
Cotton^  M,  A,  born  at  or  near  Workly  in  York- 
fliire.  His  father  was  a  confiderable  iron-mafter  in 
that  county,  and  noted  for  his  great  hofpitality  and 
kiudnefs  to  the  ejefted  miniftcrs ;  one  of  whom,  Mr, 
Spawford,  cjefted  from  Silkeftone,  he  received  into 
his  family  as  tutor  to  his  fon,  till  his  death.  Mr. 
Cotton  removed  from  Mr.  Hickman's  academy  to 
Mr.  Frankland's  in  Weftmorland;  and  finiflied  his 
academical  courfe  of  ftudies  at  Edinburgh,  about 
the  year  1677.  After  this  he  was  engaged  to  be 
chaplain  to  Lady  Sarah  Houghton,  daughter  of  the 
Earl  of  Cheftcrfield,  for  about  a  year,  when  a  fd- 
vere  illnefs  obliged  him  to  leave  that  fituation. 
When  he  had  recovered  his  health,  he  preached  in 
his  father's  houfe,  till  perfecution  obliged  him  to 
defift.  By  the  advice  of  his  friends,  on  this  ac- 
count, he  accepted  an  invitation  to  go  abroad  as 

t  Waldron*8  Funeral  Sermon  for  Mr.  Ball/  p.  aa,  ^3;  and  Pal" 
mer's  Nonconfornu&s'  Memoria),  vol.  i.  p.  191, 
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governor  to  a  young  gentleman ;  with  whom  he 
fpent  three  years  in  travelling  through  feveral  parrs 
of  Europe.  When  they  were  at  Paris,  where 
during  their  flay  they  attended  public  worfliip  in  the 
Englifh  ambaffador's  chapel,  and  were  greatly 
plcafed  with  the  ufcful  and  ferious  preaching  of  Dr. 
afterwards  Archbifliop,  Wake,  they  received  conti- 
nual melancholy  accounts  of  the  deplorable  ftate  of 
the  proieftants  in  the  fouthcrn  parts  of  France;  and 
they  were  afterwards  witneffes  to  many  very  affli£l- 
ing  inftances  of  perfecution.  Affemblies  of  feveral 
thoufands  were  broken  up  with  floods  of  tears;  the 
neareft  relations  were  rent  from  one  another  ;  oum- 
berlefs  families  wereutterly  and  barbaroufly  deftroyed; 
minifters  were  filenced,  banifhed,  or  ftript  of  all  they 
had;  fome  were  made  flaves,  and  fome  put  to  themoft 
cruel  deaths.  The  reports  of  the  perfecution  all 
over  France,  which  on  leaving  Paris  they  received  at 
Lyons,  were  fo  diftreffing  and  lamentable,  that  they 
refolved  to  turn  their  courfe  to  a  proteftant  country; 
and  they  were  quickened  in  the  execution  of  their 
purpofe  by  the  bitter  reflexions  againft  the  pro- 
teftants,  and  the  new  infults  and  thrcatcnings  pro- 
duced by  the  intelligence  which  reached  Lyons  at 
that  time  of  Monmouth's  rout  in  England.  They 
went  next  to  Geneva,  where  their  fympaihy  was 
cxercifcd,  and  their  minds  were  afflifted,  by  frequent 
reports  of  the  fufferings  of  the  Vaudois,  and  the 
barbarities  praftifcd  on  them.  Mr.  Cotton,  on- 
his  return  to  England,  continued  in  the  capacity  of 
a  tutor  for  fome  months,  as  his  health  was  much 
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impaired*     Sis  income  in  that  connexion  was  very 
confiderablei     His  profpefls,   if  he  had  inclined  to 
any  civil  employment,  were  flattering ;  and  as  he  was 
determined  for  the  miniftry,  he  had  the  oflFcr  of  a 
good  living,  with  the  recommendation  of  the  former 
incumbent,  as  well  as  the  friendfhip  of  the  patron; 
and  the  overture  of  maintaining  a  reader  to  perform 
fuch  offices  as  he  fhould  appoint.     But  he  chofe  to 
take  his  lot  with  the  proteftant  diflenters.     He  was 
firft  the  paftor  of  a  fmall  congregation  in  Hoxton, 
with  whom  he  remamed,  under  very  little  encourage- 
ment, for  five  or  fix'  years.     He  then  fpent  two  or 
three  years  at  Ware  in  Hertfordftiire.     He  removed 
thence  to  fettle  with  a  congregation  at  St.  Giles's  ia 
the  Fields^  near  Great  Ruffel-ftreet,   Bloomlbury. 
He  was  very  ufcful  and  laborious  j  and  when  his 
health  permitted^   befides  preaching,  he  expounded 
in  the  forenoon,  and  catechifed  in  the  afternoon. 
He  alfo  fupplied  as  chaplain  to  the  two  Ladies 
Ruffell,  the  widows  of  Lord  Robert  and  Lord  James, 
which  engaged  much  time  add  attendance.  **  He  was 
a  man  of  good  ufeful  learning,  without  fhew;  of 
great  piety  aiid  ferioufnefs,  without  aufterity  and 
morofencfs ;  and  of  great  regularity  in  his  whole 
behaviour,  without  being  troublesome  to  any  body. 
His  deportment  (hewed  the  chriftianj  the  minifter, 
and  the  gentleman.     He  Was  a  folid  preacher,  and 
had  a  very  happy  talent  of  fuiting  his  difcourfes  to 
particular  perfons  and  occafions.      "From  him  I 
"  learnt,'*  faid  his  nephew, Dr.  Wright,  "in  aman- 
"  ncr  that  I  have  reafon  to  be  thankful  for,  that; 
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"  application  is  the  very  life  of  preaching.  The 
fccnes  of  dragooning  and  pcrfecution,  of  which  he 
had  been  a  witnefs,  made  him  an  enemy  to  fubfcrip- 
lions  to  human  articles  of  faith  j  and  gave  him  a 
lively  conviftion  of  the  neceflity  of  maintaining  the 
great  proieftant  principle, — the  right  of  private  judg- 
ment.    Mr.  Cotton  died  in  1730. 

•  In  the  "  Memoirs*'  of  his  travels,  written  for  his  own  ufe,  he 
related  many  afFe^ing  fcenesofthis  kind,  of  which  he  was  afpec- 
tator  at  Ludun,  Poi6lou9  and  Saumure.    At  Poidbouy  in  particulaff 
he  was  exceedingly  moved  with  the  vail  numbers  at  their  laft  public 
worfhip,  and  the  great  difficulty  with  which  the  minifler  pronounced 
the  blefRng,  when  all  broke  out  into  a  flood  of  tears.    The  laft 
religfeus  afTembly  on  a  le£lure-day  at  Saumure,  Mr.  Cotton  could 
never  recoUedt  without  lively  emotions :  the  congregation  all  in 
tears,  the  finging  of  the  laft  pfalm,  the  pronouncing  of  the  bleifing, 
and  afterwards  all  the  people  paffing  before  their  minifters  to  receive 
^heir  benedidlions,  were  circumftances  he  wanted  words  to  defcribe. 
The  rainifters  and  profefTors  were  banifhed;  and  he  attended  thesti 
to  the  vefTel  in  which  they  fjuled.    The  affedling  fight  of  the  vaft 
aHemblage  which  formed  the  church  at  Gharenton,  and  of  fuch 
numbers  devoted  to  banifhment,  flavery,  and  the  mod  barbarous 
deaths,  was  a  fpe<Elacle  that  overpowered  the  mind.    The  flay  at 
Saumure  hadbeen  very  pleafant,  and  the  agreeable  acquaintance  they 
had  formed  in  that  town  invited  their  continuance  in  it,  till  it  be- 
came a  fcene  of  great  danger  and  aiHidion  ;  efpecially  after  an  order 
was  ifTued  to  require  all  ftrangers,  particularly  the  Englifh,  to  ac- 
company and  aflift  the  fevere  proceedings  againfl  the  proteftants. 
When  the  governor  received  authoritative  diredlions  to  fee  their 
church  demolifhed,  the  tearing  down  of  that  temple  was  extremely 
diftrelEng;   the  very  graves  were  opened,  and  the  utniofl  ravages 
committed.   The  deflrudtion  of  it  was  attended  with  a  remarkable 
occurrence,  which  Mr.  Cotton  recorded  as  an  inflance  of  the  con- 
tradictory interpretations  which  the  fame  a6l  of  Providence  may 
receive,  according  to  the  different  principles  of  thofe  who  pafs 
their  opinion  on  it.    A  perfon  who  was  ambitious  to  have  his 
daughter  pull  down  the  firfl:  iloneofthe  church,  had  her  taken 
from  him  a  few  days  after  by  death.    The  parent  and  others  of  his 


C.  Ill*  PROTESTANT   DISSENTERS*  2^9 

Thefe  hiftoricalgleaniQgs  coacerniagthe  academical 
inftitutions  of  the  firft  Nonconformifls,  jFew  and  im- 
perfeft  as  they  may  be  deemed,  are  fuflScient  to  ex- 
pofe  the  iniquity  and  folly  of  the  times.  The  ne- 
ceffity  of  fuch  inftitutions  arofe  from  the  fpirit  of 
intolerance,  which  had  excluded  from  the  church, 
and  from  the  univerfities,  fo  many  men  of  learning 
and  talents.  The  vexatious  and  continued  proCecu- 
tions  which  purfued  tl^em  into  the  retirements  of 
fcience  and  literature,  fhewed  a  virulence  and  malign 
nity  of  temper.  It  was  great  injuftice  to  debar  men 
from  the  honourable  and  pacific  employment  of 
their  acquirements,  genius,  and  intellect :  an  employ- 
ment highly  ufeful  to  the  community,  and  in  many 
inftances  neceflary  to  the  fiipport  of  themfelves  and 
their  families,  as  well  as  affording  a  folace,  when 
filenced,  as  minifters.  Itj  heightened  this  injuftice, 
done  not  to  them  only  but  to  the  whole  body  of 
diffenters,  that  the  law  made  the  univerfities  the 
property  of  one  pcrfuafion  j    and  rendered  private 

perluafion  looked  upon  her  death  as  a  fpeedy  call  to  heaven,  in  reward 
of  fo  meritorious  an  a6t;  the  perfecuted  proteftants  regarded  it  as 
a  jufl  and  very  affedling  judgment.  On  his  journey  from  Poidlou, 
Mr.  Cotton  was  deeply  imprefTed  by  the  agitations  of  mind  and 
the  expreffions  of  an  old  gentleman  who  came  into  an  Inn  nearly  at 
the  fame  inftant  with  him,  who  ftood  leaniug  on  his  flafF,  and 
Ihaking  his  head,  and  weeping,  cried  out,  "  Unhappy  France!  If  I 
'*  and  mine  were  but  now  entering  into  fome  country  of  refuge  and 
"  fafety,  where  we  might  have  liberty  to  worfhip  God  according 
<^  to  our  confciences,  I  (hould  think  myfelf  the  happiefl  man  in  th^ 
•*  world,  though  I  had  only /^//^^  in  my  hand."  This  perfon 
was  found  to  be  the  eldeft  fon  of  a  very  confiderable  family,  and 

pofFeffed  of  a  large  eftate. Dr.  Wright's  Sermon  on  the  death 

•f  the  Rev.  Thomas  Cotton,  p.  34 — 3^1,  notcr. 
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academies  neceflary  for  the  youth,  who  were  exclnded 
by  the  Aft  of  Uniformity  from  being  candidates 
for  the  degrees  and  preferments  ofthofe  feminaries, 
and  from  the  advantages  of  being  (Indents  in  them, 
but  on  the  condition  of  conformity.  This  conduft 
was  in  reality  repugnant  to  the  fpirit  and  deiign  of 
the  Aft  of  Toleration.  The  diffenters  were  allowed 
by  that  aft  the  juft  fiberty  of  worftiipping  God  ac- 
cording to  their  own  confciences;  and  in  the  firil 
inftance  the  benefit  of  a  miniftry  of  their  own 
choofing ;  but  thefe  feverities,  by  which  the  educa- 
tion of  their  youth  was  obftrufted,  if  not  abfolutely 
prevented,  went  to  preclude  them  from  the  enjoy- 
ment of  a  fuccelEon  of  minifters  of  learning  and 
ability.  With  great  inconfiftency  the  end  was 
granted,  but  the  means  of  attaining  the  end  were 
denied  to  them. 

As  in  all  cafes,  fo  m  this,  the  meafures  dilated  by 
a  fpirit  of  pcrfccution  were  not  only  unjuft  but  im- 
politic. The  evil  and  mifchief  was  not  confined  to 
the  difienters  ;  it  affefted  the  interefis  of  the  nation, 
on  which  it  had  an  unfavourable  afpeft,  by  obliging 
the  more  opulent,  at  k  great  expencc,  and  at  the  riik 
of  imbibing  fentiments  not  congenial  to  the  Englifh 
manners  and  conftitution,  to  fend  their  youth  abroad 
for  education.  It  affcftcd  the  interefis  of  literature. 
Where  a  competition  of  religious  parties  ex  ids, 
there  is  a  rivalfliip  in  the  means  of  giving  fupport  to 
and  reflefting  honour  on  each.  ^'  While  the  pro- 
**  teftant  religion  was  publicly  profeffcd  in  France, 
"learning  flourilhcd  there.    After  the  revocatioa 
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**  of  the  cdi£l  of  Nantz,  literature  declined.  The 
**pricfts  having  none  to  expofc  their  ignorance, 
**  grew  lazy  and  fenfuaK  Where  a  ftrift  unifor- 
^rmity  has  been  required,  and  no  diflenters  tolerated, 
^*  it  has  been  obfervcd,  learning  is  at  a  low  ebb,  as 
^*  in  Italy  and  Spain/^* 


SECTION  IL 

The  different  Sects  of  Dissenters   at  the 

Revolution. 

THE  name  at  firft  given  to  the  diffentientg 
from  the  Church  of  England,  after  the  re-eftablilh- 
mcnt  of  the  Reformation  from  Popery,  in  the  reiga 
of  Queen  Elizabeth,  wJls  that  of  Puritans.  It  was 
beftowed  by  way  of  reproach ;  though  it  arofc  from 
a  laudable  defire  in  them  to  advance  the^eformation, 
both  as  to  the  forms  of  worihip  and  the  difcipline  of 
the  church,  to  a  purer  ftandard  than  was  agreeable 
to  the  views  of  the  dominant  party  of  protcftants, 
and  to  the  tafte  and  principles  of  the  queen.  Num-* 
bers  of  them  were  refugees,  who,  to  efcape  the  fury 
of  perfecution  in  the  preceding  reign,  had  fled  into 
foreign  countries, particularly  to  Frankfort,     There  ^ 

*  Moderation,  a  Vi^uc.   By  James  Ow^Qt   94part|P999 
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they  imbibed  fentiments,  which  they  brought  into 
their  native  land,  on  their  return  to  it  under  the 
aufpices  of  a  proteftant  princefs's  accelSon  to  the 
throne,  and  which  involved  them  in  thofe  contefts 
and  divifions  that  gave  rife  to  the  name,  and  even-? 
tually  terminated  in  a  feceffion  from  the  church.  In 
early  periods  of  the  Reformation,  feveral  queftions 
that  were  not  confident  with  the  received  principles 
and  praftices  had  been  darted.  The  fcrupulofity  of 
the  venerable  Dr.  Hooper,  on  being  appointed  to 
the  fee  of  Glocefter,  brought  on  the  controverfy 
concerning  the  lawf  ulnefs  of  the  facerdotal  veftments, 
which  had  been  lu  ufe  during  the  popiQi  eftablifti- 
inent.  Several  had  avowed  antitrinitarian  fentiments. 
Some  had  adopted  and  advanced  opinions  repugnant 
to  the  praAice  of  infant  baptifm.  But  the  quedions 
concerning  vedments  and  ceremonies,  and  ecclefiaf- 
tical  government,  condituted  the  principal  and  lead- 
ing  polemics  of  the  age ;  and  for  years  all  other 
tiames  were  lod  in  that  of  Puritans*  The  date  of 
things  were  changed,  when  the  Prince  of  Orange 
tame  to  the  throne.  He  found  the  diffentients  from 
the  edabliftiment  divided  into  feveral  bodies,  each 
refpeftable  for  number  and  influence  ;  and  which, 
during  the  civil  wars  and  in  the  reign  of  Charles  II. 
had  rifen  to  importance,  and  affcrtcd  their  didinft 
claims  to  weight  in  the  date,  and  to  the  proteftion 
of  government.  Thefe  were  Prejbyierians^  Indepen- 
dents^  and  Bapti/is.  To  them  was  added  a  feft  of 
recent  origin,  but  who  have  fince  commanded  pecu- 
liar refpeft,  and  attrafled  the  regard^  of  the  politiciap 
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andthcphilofophcr;  I  mean  the  Society  of  FriendF, 
commonly  called  Quakers*  The  ftate  of  each  of 
thefe  fefts  during  the  period  between  the  Revolution 
and  the  death  of  King  William  demands  a  particular 
notice* 


§.   I.    Prefbtyerians. 

The  fentiments   by  which  this  denomination  of 
Proteftants  diftinguished  themfelves,  related  to  the 
church  government.      At  the  time  of  the   Refor- 
mation,    and    through    preceding    centuries,    the 
ecclefiaftical  hierarchy  of  England  was  epifcopal ; 
inverted  in  bifliops,  as  a  diftinft  and  fuperior  order 
of  Chriftian  minifters,  exercifing  a  jurisdiftion  over 
a  whole  province.      Prefbyterianifm  admits  of  two 
orders     of    church  officers   only,   prefbyters  and 
deacons;  the  former  the  minifters  of  particular  con- 
gregations, and  the  latter  the  almoners  or  fleWards, 
The  names  of  prcfby ter  and  bifhop,  it  is  contended, 
are  fynonimous,  and  defcriptive  of  the  fame  office. 
Ecclefiaftical  affairs  on  the  prefbyterian  plan  are 
brought  under  the  direftion  of  three  affemblies : 
the  firft  is  that  of  a  confiftory,  or  prefbytery,  within 
each  congregation,  called  in  Scotland  a  kirk  feilion ; 
the  fecond  a  fynod,  or  a  provincial  affembly,  formed 
of  deputies  from  the  fevcral  confiftories ;  the  third 
a  general  or  national  affembly,  conftituted  of  deputies 
from  the  fynods.    Appeals  lie  from  one  to  the  other; 
but  the  decifion  of  the  general  affembly  is  finaU 
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Many  of  the  reformed  churches  on  the  continent, 
when  they  feceded  from  the  church  of  Rome,  adopted 
this  plan  of  church  gpvcrument.  The  exiles,  who* 
during  the  reign  of  Queen  Mary  had  fought  an  afylum 
among  them,  returned  tp  England  fully  poiTcffed  with 
a  decided  preference  of  the  mode  of  ccclcfiaftical  juris- 
.  diftion,  which  thcy  had  fccn  in  Geneva,  Switierland, 
and  France ;  and  with  ardent  defires  to  fuccecd  in 
vigorous  endeavours  to  introduce  the  fame  plan  in 
England;  and  it  was  viewed  with  apprehenfion  and 
jealoufy,  as  the  beginning  of  a  new  ccclcfiaftical  con- 
ftitution,  and  a  model  after  which  to  raife  other 
churches.  In  this  temper  of  mind  they  were  not 
difpofed  to  meet  oppoficion  to  their  views,  nor  to 
^cquiefce  ill  the  authority  afTumed  by  the  bifhops, 
and  in  that  tenacious  adherence  to  the  old  mode  of 
government,  as  well  as  ufe  of  ceremonies  and  veft- 
ments,  in  which  they  were  fanSioned  by  the  queen. 
TwQ  parties  were  formed  on  thefe  points.  The 
adherents  to  the  old  eftabliihment  indignantly  re* 
fented  the  attempts  of  a  few  individuals  to  alter  what 
had  been  fettled  by  pational  fynods  and  ads  of  parr 
liament.  The  others  refented  being  conftrained  to 
praftife  what  was,  in  their  opinion,  repugnant  to 
the  purity  of  religion.  They  attacked  one  another 
by  verbal  reproaches  and  irritating  writings.  No 
meafures  of  accommodation  were  purfued.  Nothing 
was  done  to  conciliate  each  other's  minds.* 

*  Di(5lionnaire  des   HerefieS}   Paris  17679  toI.  i.  les  article;^ 
Angkterre^  Angllcane  Religion, 
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The  Puritans,  however,  gained  ground.  The  * 
Icgiflature  being  averfe  from  their  principles,  and 
even  from  any  further  reformation,  forae  of  the 
leading  diffidents  attempted,  in  a  private  way,  to  intro- 
duce their  favourite  plan  of  church  government; 
and  in  the  year  1573  ^^^7  creftcd  aprefbytery  at 
Wandfworth,  a^  village  fituatcd  on  the  Thames,  at  a  1 
convenient  diftance  from  London.  This  was  the 
firft  prefbyterian  church  in  England ;  and  yet  not- 
withftanding  the  court  of  high  commiffion  endea- 
voured to  fupprefs  it,  they  could  not  effefl:  their 
purpofe,  nor  prevent  the  formation  of  others  in 
neighbouring  counties.*  ' 

Their  fentiments  by  degrees  fpread  widely  through 
the  kingdom,  and  the  numbers  of  thofe  who  em- 
braced them  were  fo  much  increafed,  that  when  the 
affembly  of  divines  was  convened  by   ordinance  ,of 
Parliament  at  Weftminfterin  1643,  ^^^  fettling  the 
government,  liturgy,  and  doftrine  of  the  Church  of 
England,   on  the  epifcopal  clergy  withdrawing  from 
it,  the  prelbyterians  conftituted  the  majority  of  its 
members ;  and  aAed  under   the  patronage  of  fomc      { 
of  the  principal  political  charafters  of  the  times.t 
Their  objeft,  in  which  they  failed  by  the  controver- 
fies  which  it  created,  wa^  to  lay  afide  the  name  and 
f unflion  of  bifhops,  and  to  eftablifh  the  prefbyterian 

•  Neal,  vol.  i.  p.  a66,  ed.  of  1793. 

t  Among  theie  patrons  were  Denzil  Hollis,  efq;  Sir  Williain 
Wallace,  Sir  Philip  Stapleton,  Sir  John  Clotworthyy  Sir  Benjamin 
Rudyard,  Serjeant  Maynard,  Colonel  Mafiey,  Colonel  Harleyt  and 
John  Glynn,  efq. 
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orm,  as  jus  divinum^  or  a  diviae  inftitution^  derived 
cxprefsly  from  Chrift  and  his  apoftles.  Though  they 
were  eventually  foiled  in  this  attempt,  they  rofe  to  a 
great  degree  of  power  and  influence,  and  carried 
meafurcs  very  favourable  to  their  views,    after  King 
Charles  L  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Scots.     In  1646, 
the  prefbyterian^  ecclefiaftical  government  began  to 
appear  in  its  proper  form.     The  kingdom  of  Eng- 
land was  divided,  inflead  of  diocefes,  into  provinces  ; 
every  pari(h  had  its  prelbytery  j  a  number  of  thefc 
coaflituted  claffes;  for  inftance,    the  province   of 
London  was  compofed  of  twelve  clafles ;  the  clafles 
returned  reprefentatives  to  the  provincial  affembly, 
as  the  provincial  did  to  the  national.     The  firfl  pro- 
vincial aflembly,  viz.  that  of  London,  met  at  the 
convocation  houfe  of  St.  Paul's  on  the  3d  of  May 
in  1 647.    But  the  meetings  of  provincial  afTemblies 
under  the  authority  ojf  Parliament,  obtained  only  in 
a|  few  places,  as  in  London  and  in  Lancafhire  and 
Shropfliire ;  but  the  prefbyterian  minifters  adopting 
the  general  idea,  though  not  inverted  with  authori- 
tative jurisdiftions  from  the  civil  power,  held  volun- 
tary affociations  for  their  church  aflFairs  in  moft 
counties.     Even  the  county  of  Lancaftcr  was  not 
formed  into  a  prefbyterian  province  till  February  7, 
1648.^   Aclafsof  prefbytery  had  been  conftituted 
by  ordinance  of  Parliament  in  Shropfliire,   in  April 
1647.     When   General  Monk,  in   165$ — 60,  rc- 
ftored  the  members  fecluded  in  1648,  who  were  of 
the  prefl^y terian  party,  and  filled  up  the  Parliament, 
the  houfe  became  entirely  prcfljyterian  j  and  this 
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fea,  which  had  been  curbed  during  the  Proteftoratc, 
and  difarmed  of  its  coercive  power  of  difcipline,  rofc 
again  into  the  enjoyment  of  all  the  power  it  had 
ever  cxerci fed;  and  the  minifters  of  it  were  in  full 
pofleflion  of  all  the  livings  in  England.  Their  prot 
perity  and  influence  were  of  ihort  duration.  On  the 
reftoration  of  Charles  II.  the  Parliament,  after  having 
fat  eight  months,  was  diflblved,  partly  on  the  ground 
of  its  being  too  much  prefby terian ;  the  liturgy  of 
the  church  of  England  was  introduced  again  into 
the  king's  chapel,  and  into  feveral  churches  both  in 
city  and  country;  prelacy  was  declared  to  be  ftill 
the  legal  eflablifliment,  and  the  Common  Prayer  the 
only  legal  form  of  worlhip ;  fome  hundreds  of  the 
prefbyterian  clergy  were  at  once  difpofTeflfed  of  their 
livings;  prefbytery  was  abolifhcd,  and  theepifcopal 
hierarchy  reftored  to  its  former  pre-eminence.  But 
it  is  not  fo  eafy  to  eradicate  fentiments  out  of  the 
minds  of  men,  as  it  is  to  deprive  thofe  who  profefs 
them  of  external  emoluments  and  advantages.  It 
is  not  fo  eafy  to  exterminate,  as  it  is  to  opprefs  a 
particular  party.  A  confiderable  body  of  diffenterj, 
the  prefbyterians,  continued  to  exift  under  very  fevere 
deprivations  and  fufferings  during  the  reigns  of 
Charles  IL  aiKl  James  IL  to  the  Revolution,  and 
with  confiderable  reputation  and  influence;  foasto 
render  it,  we  have  feen,  a  meafure,  in  the  opinion, 
of  many  principal  perfons,  not  only  juft  and  liberal, 
but  highly  politic^  in  a  national  view^  to  adopt  an4 
attempt  a  plan  of  comprehenfion  with  them;  and  to 
cpgage  that  party  entirely  to  the  interefts  of  the 
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eourt.  As  that  fcheme  failed,  this  religious  body 
not  only  fell  from  that  zenith  of  power  to  which  it 
had  rifcn  in  the  time  of  the  commonwealth,  but  loft  all 
fanftion  to  the  proceedings  of  their  prefbyteries,  by 
ordinances  of  Parliament,  or  edids  of  the  (late ;  and 
were  reduced  to  a  level,  in  point  of  legal  cftablifli-^ 
ment,  with  the  other  feftarifts ;  and  left  with  them  to 
the  enjoyment  of  the  benefits  of  the  fame  Aft  of 
Toleration. 

The  friend  of  religious  liberty  will  not  be  difpofed 

to  weep  over  the  fate  of  the  prefbyterian  hierarchy. 

While  it  exifted,  it  was  only  a  fubftitute  of  one  fpi- 

ritual  tyranny,  of  one  fyftem  of 'coercion  for  another. 

In.  the  room  of  prelates  arofe  prelbytcrs  or  ciders, 

as  lords  over  God's   heritage.     Laws  were  made 

for  confcience  j  the  fuppofed  doArines  and  laws  of 

Jefus  Chrift  were  enforced  by  penal  fanftions  ;  and 

the  civil  magiftrate  was  fworn  to  do  the  worft  part 

of  the  work.f     The  Form  of  Direftory  for  Worihip 

was  enforced  by  fines  and  penalties ;  the  ufe  of  the 

Common  Prayer  in  churches,  in  private  families, 

and  even  in  the  clofet,  was  forbidden.     The  modeft 

and  reafonable  application  of  the  independents  for 

indulgence  and  toleration  was  denied.     The  cry  of 

the  day,  and  the  fhibboleth  of  the  dominant  party, 

was  Covenant  Uniformity^  and  the  Divine  Right  of 

Frefbpery.     An   ordinance  againft   blafphemy  and 

hcrefy,  exhibiting  a  long  and  black  lift  of  principles 

4ind  tenets  on  which  it  fixed  this  ftigma,  doomed  to  the 

pains  of  death,  without  benefit  of  clergy,  thofs 

t  RobinfoQ. 
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againft  whom  an  indidment  for  holding  any  of  the 
errors  fpecified  in  the  flatute  ihould  be  found,  and 
who  on  trial  did  not  abjure  the  fame.  It  was  a 
principle  advanced  in  the  admired  alTembly's  cate- 
chifm,  that  the  fecond  commandment  forbids  the 
toleration  of  all  falfe  religion.f  It  fufficiently,  in- 
deed,  marks  the  fpirit  of  the  prefbyterian  govern- 
ment,  that  in  a  vindication  of  it  publiihed  by  the 
minifters  and  elders  of  London,  met  in  a  provincial 
afiembly  Nov.  2,  1649,  the  doftrine  of  univerfal 
toleration  is  reprefented  *'  as  contrary  to  godlinefs,  , 
*^  opening  a  door  to  libcrtinifm,  and  profanencfs,  | 
**  and  a  tenet  to  be  rejefted  as  fole-poifon.''§ 

One  of  the  mod  diftinguiflied  powers  invefted  by 
ordinance  of  Parliament  with  the  prefbyterians  was 
the  authority  to  examine,  and  ordain  by  impofition  of 
hands,  thofe  whom  they  ihould  Judge  qualified  to  be 
admitted  into  the  facred  minidry.  The  firft  injunc- 
tion of  this  nature  was  iilbed  to  ten  prefbyters  and 
members  of  the  affembly  at  Weftminfter,  and  to 
thirteen  prefbyters  of  the  city  of  London.  Similar 
powers  were  communicated  to  different  and  various 
claffes,  by  like  ordinances  of  Parliament,  through 
the  kingdom;  and  numbers^  under  this  fan^lion  of 
the  ftate,  without  a  bifhop,  were  fet  apart  and  intro- 
duced into  the  office  of  the  chriflian  miniftry.  The 
a^ingclafs  of  prefbyters  in  the  hundred  of  Bradford 
North  in  Shropfhire,  in  the  courfe  of  twelve  year? 
publicly  ordained  iixty-thrce  minifters. 

t  Emlyn'g  Works,  vol,  i.  p.  6Zf  of  the  Narrative. 
5  Neal,Tol.  iii.  p.  146,  a8i,  486,  458,  459>  A609  aS7,note. 
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The  narrative  of  the  ordination  of  Mr.  Philip 
Henry  is  a  fpecimen  of  the  manner  in  which  this 
fcrvice  was  condufted  by  the  prelbyterians  of  that 
day.  On  applying,  6th  July,  1657,  ^°  ^^^^  prefby- 
tery  at  Frees,  to  be  admitted  a  rainifter,  he  was  ex- 
amined, in  the  fird  place,  concerning  the  religioas 
ftate  of  his  mind,  or,  in  the  ftile  of  thofe  times,  con- 
cerning his  experience  of  the  work  of  grace  in  his 
heart;  his  jfkill  in  the  original  languages  of  the  fcrip- 
tures  was  then  tried,  by  reading  and  conftruing  two 
verfes  in  the  Hebrew  bible,  and  two  in  the  Greek 
teflament.  This  was  followed  by  queftions  in  logic, 
natural  philofophy,  and  theology,  to  afccrtain  the 
attainments  he  had  made  in  human  and  facred  fcience* 
He  was  required  to  give  his  fenfe  of  a  difficult  text, 
to  prove  his  fkill  in  interpreting  the  fcriptures;  a 
cafe  of  confcience  was  propofed  for  his  folution;  an 
enquiry  was  made  into  his  acquaintance  with  the 
ccclefiaftical  hiftory;  and  laftly,.  a  queftion  on  the 
extent  of  the  Divine  Providence,  or  "  an  Providentip. 
*'  Dei  extendat  fe  ad  omnia  ?'*  the  affirmative  of 
which  he  was  to  maintain,  was  affigned  to  him  as  the 
fubjeft  of  a  thefis,  which  he  was  to  compofe  againft 
the  next  meeting.  This  thefis  he  exhibited  and  de- 
fended on  the  3d  of  Auguft ;  when  feveral  miniftcrs 
oppofed,  and'one  prefided  as  moderator.  He  then 
produced  and  left  with  the  regiftrar  of  the  clafs  two 
certificates  ;  one  from  Oxford,  figned  by  Doftors 
Wilkinfon,  Langley,  &c. ;  the  other  from  the 
neighJ30uring  minifters,  &c.  each  attefting  the  regu- 
larity and  cxemplarincfs  of  his  converfation.     The 
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day  of  ordination  was  then  appointed  to  be  Sep- 
tember the  6th,  at  Frees.  Notice  of  this  was  givea 
at  Worthenbury  by  a  paper  firft  read  in  the  church, 
and  then  affixed  to  the  door  the  Lord's  day  pre« 
ceding  the  fervice ;  fignifying  alfo,  **  that  if  any 
'*  one  could  produce  any  juft  exceptions  againft  the 
"  doftrine  or  life  of  the  faid  Mr.  Henry,  or  any 
*^  fufficient  reafon  why  he  might  not  be  ordained, 
"  they  ftiould  certify  the  fame  to  theclafs,  or  to  the 
'*  fcribe,  and  it  ftiould  be  heard  and  confidered." 

When  the  day  came,  a  very  large  auditor y  was  col- 
lefted  together.  The  fervices  on  the  occafion  com- 
menced with  a  prayer  by  Mr.  Porter,  of  Whitchurch : 
Mr.  Parfons,  of  Wem,  preached  on  i  Tim.  i,  1 2  : 
then  a  conFeffion  of  faith  was  delivered  by  Mr. 
Henry,  at  the  requifition  of  Mr.  Parfons  ;  who,  in 
a  feries  of  queftions,alfo  called  upon  him  to  exprefs 
his  fentiments  concerning  his  ends  in  undertaking 
the  office  of  a  minifter,  and  hispurpofes  of  diligence 
in  its  duties,  of  zeal  and  fidelity  in  defence  of  unity 
and  truth,  of  humility  and  meeknefs  in  receiving 
admonition  and  difcipline,  of  fortitude  and  per- 
feverance  under  difcouragements  and  perfecutions, 
and  of  deportment  in  any  future  domeftic  connec- 
tions, as  well  as  his  perfuafion  of  the  truth  of  the 
reformed  religion.  His  anfwers  on  thefe  points 
giving  fatisfaftion,  Mr.  Parfons  prayed;'  and  in  a 
prayer  he  and  the  other  prefbyters,  Mr.  Porter, 
Mr.  Houghton  of  Frees,  Mr.  Maiden  of  Newport,' 
and  Mr.  Steel  of  Hanmer,  laid  their  hands  on  his 
head,  with  words  to  jthis  purpofe,   "  whom  we  do 
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**  in  thy  name  fet  apart  to  the  work  and  office  of 
^^  the  miniftry.'*  Five  others,  after  the  like  previous 
examination  and  trials,  profeffions  and  promifes,  were 
at  the  fame  time  fet  apart  to  fuftain  the  minifterial 
charafter.  The  fervice  was  clofed  by  Mr.  Maiden^ 
with  an  exhortation  to  the  new-ordained  minifter. 

The  clafs  gave  him  and  the  others  inftruments  in 
parchment,  certifying  to  all  thefe  tranfaftions,  in 
this  form : 

"  Whereas  Mr.  Philip  Henry,  of  Worthenbury, 
<«  in  the  county  of  Flint,  mafter  of  arts,  hath  ad- 
**  dreffed  himfelf  unto  us,  authorifed  by  an  ordinance 
**  of  both  houfes  of  Parliament,  of  the  29th  of  Aug. 
^*  1648,  for  the  ordination  of  minifters,  defiring  to 
"be  ordained  aprelbyter,  for  that  he  is  chofen  and 
"  appointed  for  the  work  of  the  miniftry  atWorthen-  ' 
*'  bury  in  the  county  of  Flint,  as  by  a  certificate 
**  now  remaining  with  us,  touching  that  his  elec- 
**tionand  appointment  appeareth:  and  he  having 
**  likewife  exhibited  a  fufficicnt  teftimonial  of  his 
^*  diligence  and  proficiency  in  his  fi:udies,  and  un- 
**  blameablenefs  of  his  life  and  converfation;  he  hath 
"  been  examined  according  to  the  rules  for  exami- 
*•  nation  in  the  faid  ordinance  exprefled  ;  and  there- 
*'  upon  approved,  there  being  no  juft  exception 
**  made,  nor  put  Jn  againft  his  ordination  and  ad- 
**  miflioq.  Thefe  may  therefore  teftify  to  all  whom 
•*  it  may  concern,  that  upon  the  fixteenth  day  of 
**  September  1657,  we  have  proceeded  folemnly  to  fet 
^*  him  apart  for  the  office  of  prefbyter,  and  work  of 
**  the  miniftry  of  the  gofpel^  by  laying  on  of  our 
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"  hands  with  fafting  and  prayer.    By  virtue  thereof 
"  we  do  declare  him  to  be  a  lawful  and .  fufficicntly 
'^  authorifed  miniftcr  of  Jefus  Chrift:    and  having 
^f  good  evidence  of  his  lawful  and  fair  calling,  not 
"  only  to  the  work  of  the  miniftry,  but  to  the  cxer- 
**  cife  thereof  at  the  chappcl  of  Worthcnbury  in  the 
**  county  of  Flint ;  we  do  hereby  fend  hinof  thithpr, 
"  and  aftually  admit  him  to  the  faid  charge,  to  per- 
***  form  all  the  offices  and  duties  of  a  faithful  paftor 
**  there;  exhorting  the  people  in  the  name  of  Jefus 
^*  Chrift,  willingly  to  receive  and  acknowledge  him  as 
**  the  minifter   of  Chrift,  and   to  maintain  and  en- 
**  courage  him  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  that 
**  he  may  be  able  to  give  up  fuch  an  account  to 
**  Chrift  of  their  obedience,  as  may  be  his  joy  and 
*^  their  everlafting  comfort.     In  witnefs  whereof  we 
*^  the  preft)yters  of  the  fourth  clafs,  in  the  county 
*'  of  Salop,  commonly  called  Bradford-North  clafs, 
^*  have  hereunto   fet  our  hands  this   i6th  day  of 
•*  September,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  God  1657/'! 
By  the  order  of  Parliament,  on  the  29th  of  Jan. 
1644,  it  was  required  of  all  young  minifters  at  their 
ordination  to  take  the  folemn  league  and  covenant, 
which  had  been  adopted  on  the  propofal  of  the 
general  affembly  in  Scotland,  9th  Aug.  1643.*     It 
was  ufual  to  certify  in  the  ordination   teftimonial, 
that  it  had  been  taken  by  the  pcrfon  who  Had  been 
fet  apart  to  the  Chriftian  miniftry.     It  appears  by 
the  total  omiffion  of  a  claufe  to  this  eSed  in  the 

t  Mi".  Philip  Henry's  Life,  p.  44— 301  ad  ed. 
£  Neal,  vol.iiii  p;  74. 
^  T 
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alK>ve  ceftifio^te,  that  this  requifiuon  was  not  in* 
lifted  on  at  that  time.  A  proof  of  its  not  being 
unifomlj  a  condition  of  ordination  offers  itfelf 
alfo  from  the  certificate  given  to  Mr.  Henry  Ofland, 
ofyBcwdley,  who  was  ordained  in  thechnrch  of 
Bartholomew,  Exchange,  London,  5th  Aug.  1651, 
by  Mr.  Samuel  Clark,  Mr.  Simeon  A(he,  &c. ;  for 
in  the  printed  certificate  given  on  the  occafion,  the 
words  relating  to  taking  the  covenant  were  erafed, 
as  be  had  not  taken  it.* 

It  can  fcarcely  efcape  the  obfervation  of  any  one, 
that  on  thefe  occafions,  which  related  purely  to  the 
difcharge  of  religious  fundions,  the  qualifications 
for  the  performance  of  which  refted  only  in  the 
mental  and  religious  attainments  of   the    perfon 
himfelf,   and  could  not  be  communicated,  and  the 
occafions  for  which  would  depend  on  the  clcAion  of 
thofe  among  whom  he  was  to  miniftcr,  a  power  to 
confer  an  official  charafter  was   affumed:    not    a 
teflimonial  only  to  talents  and  moral  and  religious 
difpofitions  was  afforded  to  recommend  the  perfon  fct 
apart,  to  attention  and  refpcft  ;  but  he  was  declared 
a  lawful  znd /uffidehilyauthorifed  minifler  of  ^Jefus 
Chrift ;  and  the  power  of  doing  this  was  exprefely 
affigned  to  an  authority  derived  from  an  ordinance  of 
both  Houfes  of  England.     The  whole  bufmefs"  re- 
folves  itfelf  not  into  a  mere  aft  of  religion,  and  into 
the  principles  of  the  New  Teftament,  but  into  an  aft 
of  civil  policy.     The  prcfbyters  arc  the  miniftcrs  of 

*  The  copy  of  the  Teftimohial  in  MS.  penes  me,  communicated 
by  Jonathan  Skey,  efq;  Bewdley ;  and  Palmer's  Nonconformifts* 
Memorial,  vol.  ii.  p.  52  6* 
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the  (late;  and  the  prefbyteriaa  church  is  in  a  clofe 
alliance  with  the  (late. 

After  the  Revolution,  when  epifcopacy  was 
reftorcd,  and  prcfbyterianifm  wad  deprived  of  the 
di(lin£lion  and  influence  which  the  (late  had  com- 
municated to  it,  the  (lyle  of  thefe  teftimonials  under- 
went a  material  alteration,  and  the  authoritative 
tone  was  neceflarily  lowered.  Of  this  change  the 
following  certificate  is  an  indance ;  given  by  Mr. 
Mansfield^  ejedeci  from  Armitage  chapel,  StafFord- 
Ihire,  Mr.  Edward  Bourcher,  from  Churchill,  Wor- 
cefterihire,  and  Mr.  William  Turton,  from  Rowley, 
Staffbrd(hire,  at  the  ordination  of  Mr.  Thos.  Pickard. 
It  runs  thus :  ^^  Forasmuch  as  Mr.  Thos.  Pickard, 
^^  of  Birmingham,  in  the  pari(h  of  Birmingham,  in 
^'  the  county  of  Warwick,  hath  earneftly  dejiredto 
**  enier  orderly^  according  to  the  rules  of  the  Go/pel  of 
**  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jefus  Chrift,  into  the  facred 
**  office  and  funftion  of  the  miniftryj  and  having  re- 
**  queftcd  us,  whofe  names  are  underwritten,yS/(?;w/i^ 
to  invejl  him  with  mini/ierial  authority;  and  know- 
ing him  to  be  a  man  found  and  orthodox  in  his  judg- 
^^  ment,  of  a  pious  and  unblameable  converfation,  and 
**  competently  qualified  with  miniftcrial  abilities,  (no 
^^  exception  being  made  againft  his  ordination  or 
**admiffioB:)  We  have  approved  him,  and  ha»c 
proceeded  folemnly  to  fet  hitiuqpK  tdt^d^effiee  of 
preaching  pre(bytcr,  and  all  the  parts  and  duties 
belonging  to  it,  with  failing,  and  prayer,  and  im- 
pofition  of  hands  j  and  do,  fofar  as  concernethnsy 
"  empower  him  to  perform  all  the  offices  and  duties 
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"  of  a  faithfiil  minifter  of  Jefus  Chrift,  In  witnefs 
•'  whereof  we  have  hereunto  put  our  hands  the 
"  19th  day  of  September,   1705/' 

During  the  ftiort  period  in  which  the  prefbyterian 
minifters  cxercifcd  the  powers  of  ordination  invefted 
rn  them  by  Parliament,  there  arofe  a  new  clafs  of 
minifters,  who  had  been  fet  apart  to  their  facred 
office  by  prefbyterian  fynods,  or  by  deputations  from 
them,  in  the  time  of  the  Republic,  and  afterwards 
by  affcmblies  of  prefbyters;^  who  had  not,  as  had 
many  of  their  predeceffors,  received  ordination  from 
the  hands  of  bifhops*  On  this  circumftancc  a 
queflion  arofe  concerning  the  validity  of  fuch 
orders.  The  bifhops,  being  rc-cflablifhed  in  the  full 
enjoyment  of  epifcopal  jurlfdidion,  were  ambitious 
to  fupport  the  dignity  of  the  powers  annexed  to 
their  office;  and  to  difcredit,  in  the  opinion  of  the- 
public,  the  claims  of  an  order  of  men,  who  afTumed 
an  independency  of  facred  charafter  and  office, 
though  deprived  of  the  rights  which  their  prede- 
ceffi^rs  derived  from  the  flate,  and  minifters  of  a  feft 
again  under  the  frowns  of  the  nation.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  indeed  that  they  were  legal  minifters ; 
for  even  in  the  13th  of  ad  Elizabeth,  any  perfon 
under  the  degree  of  a  bifhop,  though  he  pretended 
to  be  a  minifter  by  any  other  form  of  inftituiion, 
confecration,  or  ordering,  than  that  fet  forth  by  Par- 
liament in  the  reign  of  Edward  VI.,  was  allowed  by 
an  Aft  which  then  pafTed,  to  qualify  himfelf  before 
the  enfuing  Chriftmas  by  fubfcription,  &c.  as 
therein  direfted  ;  and  on  that  ground  was  to  be 
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deemed,  by  the  ecclefiaftical  as  well  as  civil  laws  of 
the  realm,  fufficiently  called  and  fent  to  enjoy  a  bene, 
fice,  and  exercife  the  funftion  of  a  minifter  of  God's'" 
word  and  facraments  in  the  Church  of  England 
itfelf.*  The  recent  A<ft  of  Toleration,  as  far  as  the 
civil  magiftrate  can  give  validity  to  religious  afts, 
had  communicated  this  rcfpeftabilicy  without  cpif- 
copal  orders  in  the  moft  extenfive  degree,  not  to 
tht  prefbyterian  minifters  only,  but  to  thofc  of  the 
other  fefts :  *^  for  no  clafs  of  proteftant  diflenting 
**  minifters  can  eafily  be  imagined  to  have  exifted, 
*^  that  is  not  included  within  fome  one  of  the  dc- 
"  fcriptions  recognized  in  that  Aftj-f  viz.  perfons  in 
"holy  orders,  or  pretending  to  holy  orders,  or 
^'  preachers  or  teachers  of  any  congregation  of 
"  diflenting  proteftants,"  But  it  was  contended 
that  the  orders  of  the  prefbyterians  were  defcftive 
and  invalid,  in  refpeft  to  the  authority  of  the  New 
Teftament,  and  the  efficacy  of  their  miniftrations ; 
which  were  deemed  null  and  void,  bccaufe  they 
were  not  ordained  by  the  laying  on  of  the  hands  of 
a  bifhop.  This  was  a  fentiment  particularly  calcu- 
lated to  exalt  the  epifcopal  priefthood,  and  to  alarm 
weak  and  fuperftitious  minds.  It  was  advanced  with 
great  confidence  ;  and  J^ecame  through  fome  fol- 
lowing years,  at  the  beginning  of  the  eighteenth 
century,  a  queftion  agitated  from  the  prefs.  The 
opinion  was  often  ftated  and  controverted   in  the 

•  Archdeacon  Blackburne's  Works/ vol.  v.  p.  29495. 

t  Jofeph  Smith's  Obfervations  on  the  Statute  of  ift  of  WiUiam 
_^and  Mary,  chap,  xviii.  ^c.  p.  3 a.  Briftol,  18^4. 
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pulpit,  at  the  ordinations  of  diflenting  minifters,  to 
vindicate  their  claims,  and  to  remove  the  obloquy 
cafi:  upon  their  office.  It  was  for  that  period  not 
only  a  new,  but  the  chief  point  of  controverfy 
between  the  Church  of  England  and  the  diflenters. 
The  partifaqs  on  each  fide  of  this  controverfy,  as 
well  as  in  the  difpute  about  church  government, 
had  the  fame  general  point  in  view ;  namely,  to  aflert 
and  fupport  the  exclufive  claims  of  one  clafs  of  men, 
independently  of  the  general  body  of  chrlftians,  to 
peculiar  authority  and  gifts  as  teachers  of  religion. 
The  only  qucftion  between  them  was,  whether  that 
authority  fuppofed  to  be  conveyed  by  impofition  of 
hands  were  equally  valid  and  divine  when  conveyed 
by  the  laying  on  of  the  hands  of  prelbyters  as  of 
bifliops.  In  each  cafe  the  right  of  judging  concern- 
ing the  qualifications  of  candidates  for  the  chriftian 
minifl:ry,  of  elefting  to  the  office  of  preachers,  and 
of  inverting  them  with  it,  is  a  purely  clerical  claim. 
^*  The  people  they  are  to  preach  to  are  not  fuppofed 
**  to  know  who  arc,  or  who  are  not,  fit  and  proper 
^*  perfons ;  but  they  muft,  as  it  has  been  expreffed, 
^*  take  up  with  fuch  fare  as  their  reverend  caterers 
**  provide  for  them.  Each  party  contended  for 
^*  a  fuperioriiy  of  charafter  attached  to  minifters. 
^'  Each  pany  had  its  ecclefiaflical  hierarchy,  or  a 
^^  government  by  niinifters  ;  to  whom  the  people 
^*  were  cxpefted  to  be  in  fubjeftion.  In  thofe 
^'  countries  where  prefbyterianifm  is  eftabliflied  by 
"  law,  this  is  one  of  its  diftinguiihing  charafieriftics* 
*  J  In  the  Church  pf  Scotland,  if  ^he  minifters  arc  upon 
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*^  a  level  with  one  another,  the  people  are  not  upon  a 
"  level  with  their  minifters,  but  in  all  ecclcfiaftical 
matters  are  governed  by  them.  To  be  fure  the 
loweft  ecclcfiaftical  jurifdiftion  is  that  of  the  kirk 
fejjion^  where  not  the  whole  parilh  meet  to  concert 
matters,  like  a  veftry  in  England,  bqt  a  few  indivi- 
'^  duals }  the  minifter's  own  friends  and  whom  he 
*^  appointed,  ^%  deacons;  and  moreover  (hould  thefe 
^^  men  happen  to  differ  in  opinion  from  him,  he 
"  has  only  to  appeal  to  the  prefbytery,  and  then 
^^  he  is  upon  his  own  ground,  among  the  men  in 
*'  blacky  and  has  all  his  own  way.'** 

There  was  another  k&,  which  rofe  up  in  the  times 
of  which  we  are  fpeaking,  formed  on  more  liberal 
principles: 

§.  a.     Of  the  Independents. 

The  feft  to  which  we  refer  was  that  of  the  Inde- 
pendents ;  meaning  to  denominate  by  this  term  a 
religious  party  only,  diftingui(hed  from  a  political 
body,  in  the  times  of  the  civil  wars,  whofe  principles 
on  civil  government  being  democratical^  while  their 
religious  tenets  were  widely  different,  were  alfo 
called  Independents. 

The  fundamental  principle  of  the  religious  feft 
was  this :  **  We  arc  a  voluntary  fociety,  and  all  upon 
**  a  level  as  brethren  and  fiftcrs/'  They  deemed 
a  national  eftabliihment  of  religion  of  any  fort  to  be 
inconfiftent  with  the  New  Teftament  idea  of  a 

*  Proteftant  Diflenterii'  Magazinc>  rol.  ti.  p.  39^ 
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chriftian  church.  Their  miniflcr  was  either  one  of 
their  own  body,  appointed  to  this  office  by  their 
own  choice ;  or,  if  their  own  choice  fixed  on  a  mem- 
ber of  another  congregation,  it  was  a  condition  of 
his  being  inflated  in  his  office,  that  he  fliould  receive 
a  difmijfal  from  the  fociety  with  which  he  had  been 
conneflcd,  and  commence  a  member  of  the  congre- 
gation which  had  invited  him  to  be  their  minifter. 
Every  member  of  the  congregation,  whether  male 
or  female,  bad  a  voice  or  vote  in  the  choice  of  a 
minifter,  in  the  admiffion  or  exclufion  of  members, 
and  in  all  the  concerns  of  the  church.  The  minifter 
fat  as  prefident;  but  he  was  fuppofed  to  have  no 
more  influence  than  any  other  member,  nor  was 
regarded  as  holding  a  higher  rank,  or  being  inverted 
with  any  fuperior  or  exclufive  power.  He  was 
even  accountable  for  his  proceedings  to  the  people ; 
who,  as  they  had  chofen  him,  claimed  a  right  to 
diveft  him  at  their  pleafure  of  his  office.  It  was 
required  of  thofc  who  defired  to  be  received  into  the 
church,  except  fuch  as  had  a  letter  of  honourable 
difmiffion  from  another  congregation,  to  appear  be- 
fore the  fociety,  and  give  an  account  of  themfelves, 
fuivd  voce^  with  the  reafons  why  they  requefted  to  be 
permitted  to  join  it ;  after  which  they  were  brought 
in,  or  admitted  to  the  facrament,  the  bond  of  their 
union,  or  rejefted  by  the  vote  of  the  church. 
This  laft  circumftance  was  a  material  mark  of  dif- 
tindion  from  the  preft)yterian  difcipline;  for  in  that, 
if  a  perfon  would  be  admitted  to  the  facrament,  he 
mud  apply  to  the  jnipifter  of  the  parifti,  aad  if  ap» 
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proved  by  him,  his  admiffion  pafled  of  courfc,  with- 
out any  other  perfon's  being  confukcd.  Another 
diftinguifhing  feature  of  the  church  difcipline  of  the 
Independents  confided  in  this  point,  chat  their  mi- 
ni fter  was  fo  far  from  being  f^rfona  ecclefta^  as  Black- 
ilone  denominates  an  incumoent,  and  invefted  with 
facerdotal  authority,  that  there  was  ufually  another 
perfon,  not  a  minifter  but  a  layman^  whom  they 
called  a  ruling  elder •  His  office  bore  a  refemblancc 
to  that  of  the  cenfor  among  the  Romans,  or  the 
ephori  among  the  Lacedaemonians.  He  had  the  power 
to  call  the  minifter  or  any  other  member  to  account 
in  a  fummary  way,  iftheconduft  of  either  appeared 
wrong;  and  if  they  did  not  fubmit  to  his  reproof, 
to  prefcnt  them  to  the  church  for  cenfure,  degrada- 
tion,  or  excommunication. 

The  churches  of  this  denomination  were  pro-  • 
perly  called  "  congregational,*'  in  diftinftion  from 
"  parochial;^*  becaufethey  confifted  of  members  col- 
JcSed  from  any  quarter  of  the  vicinity,  more  near  or 
remote,  without  any  regard  to  nominal  diftrift;  and 
becaufe  they  looked  on  each  church  as  in  pofleflioa 
of  a  diftinft  and  exclufivc  jurifdiftion  over  its  ovm 
members  and  affairs,  out  of  the  controul  of  any  "other 
man  or  body  of  men.  Even  when  the  prefbyterian 
government,  under  the  authority  of  the  civil  power, 
prevailed  in  the  land,  this  feft  confjdered  themfelves 
as  fubjeft  to  no  extraneous  jurifdiftion  of  prefby- 
teries  or  fynods,  or  any  other  church.  Their  creed, 
their  ceremonial,  their  difcipline,  their  finances,  were 
fettled  and  regulated  by  themfelves  alone,  within 
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their  own  walls,  without  looking  to  any  others  as 
dtredors  or  umpires*  They  indeed  abhorred  the  idea 
of  the  fmalleft  interference  from  any  man  or  fociety; 
and  were  truly  Independents.^ 

This  feft  arofe  under  Mr.  Robinfon^  paitor  of  an 
£ngli(h  church,  amongft  the  adherents  to  Mn 
Robert  Brown,  defcended  from  an  honourable  fa- 
mily in  Rutlandlhire,  and  a  preacher  in  the  diocefe 
of  Norwich ;  from  whence  he  fled  to  Holland  from 
the  perfecutions  with  which  the  Puritans  were 
haraffed  towards  the  end  of  the  fixteenth  century, 
and  fettled  at  Middleburgh  in  Zealand.  Mr. 
Robinfon,  a  Norfolk  divine,  beneficed  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Yarmouth,  who  became  paftor  of  an 
£ngli(h  church  at  Leyden,  was  one  of  that  company 
of  exiles ;  and  formed  his  congregation  on  the  prin- 
ciples of  independency,  which  he  had  at  firfl:  imbibed 
from  Mr.  Brown.  In  1604,  among  others  who 
emigrated  to  avoid  the  rigorous  proceedings  of 
Biihop  Bancroft,  was  Mr.  Henry  Jacob,  precentor 
of  Chriftchurcb  college;  who  meeting  with  Mr. 
Robinfon  at  Leyden,  embraced  his  fentiments  con- 
cerning church  difcipline  and  government.  On  his 
return  to  England,  foon  after  1610,  he  formed  a 
defign,  which  he  communicated  to  the  mod  learned 
Puritans  of  thofc  times,  of  forming  a  feparate  congre^ 
gation  on  the  principles  of  independency.  In  the 
year  16 16  was  laid  the  foundation  of  the  firft  Inde^^ 
pendent  or  Congregational  church  in  England,  by  Mr, 
Jacob  and  fome  others  who  entered  into  his  views. 

t  Proteflaot  Piflenters'  M^gazinci  toL  vi«  p.  9961  7. 
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They  obferved  a  day  of  folcmn  fafting  and  prayer  for 
a  blefling  upon  their  undertaking;  towards  the  clofe 
of  the  folemnity  each  of  them  made  an  open  confeflioa 
of  his  faith  in  Jcfus  Chrift;  and  then  (landing  to- 
gether and  joining  hands,  they  folemnly  "  covenanted 
**  with  each  oiher^  in  the  prefence  of  Almighty 
**  God,  to  walk  together  in  all  God's  ways  and 
^*  ordinances  according  as  He  had  already  revealed, 
•^  or  fhould  further  make  them  known  to  them.'** 

This  church  affembled  in  private  for  twenty  or 
thirty  years,  Mr.  Jacob  was  fucceeded  by  Mr.  John 
Lathorp,  who  had  been  a  clergyman  in  Kent;  whOf 
on  the  congregation's  being  difcovered,  in  163a,  by 
the  bifliop's  purfuivant,  and  forty-two  of  its  members 
being  apprehended  and  call  into  prifon  with  their 
paftor,  and  detained  in  confinement  two  years,  ob- 
tained liberty  to  leave  the  kingdom,  and  emigrated 
to  New  England  with  thirty  of  his  adherents  in 
1 634.  On  this  the  congregation  chofe  Mr.  Cann, 
author  of  the  marginal  references  in  the  Bible,  to 
be  their  paftor.  After  he  was  driven  into  Holland 
by  the  feverity  of  the  times,  it  held  meetings  in  colli- 
neftion  with  fucceffive  minifters,  under  the  cover  of 
fecrecy,  in  different  places,  till  Jan.  1640-— i,  when 
it  ventured  to  open  its  doors  in  Deadman*Spplacc^ 
Southwark.§ 

During  the  proteflorfliip  of  Cromwell,  the  Indc* 
pendents  increafed  to  great  numbers,  became  a  confi-f 
derable  body,  ?mdmade  a  boldftandin  the  Weftminfte? 
affembly  againft  the  proceedings  of  the  high  prefby. 

•  Neal,  volf  i.  p,  3*8  j  yol.  ii.  p.  46—100.    Sv  lb.  voUii.  p.  373—5* 
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There  was  another  feft,  who,-  on  another  ground, 
feparated  both  from  them  and  the  eftabliftiment ;  as 
they  difagreed  with  thera  in  their  views  of  the  nature 
and  fubjcfts  of  baptifm ;  whofe  hiftory,  which  has 
commenced  before  this  period,  muft  be  refumed  here* 

§•  '3.     Of  the  Baptijis. 

This  body  of  Chriftians  were  originally  intermixed 
with  other  nonconformifts ;  and  they  did  not  begin 
to  form  themfelves  into  feparate  focieties  till  the  year 
1633.  In  1644  there  were  feven  congregations  of 
them  in  London,  and  forty-feven  in  the  country. 
Though, the  appearance  of  this  feft  was  early,  its  pro- 
grefs  was  for  many  years  impeded  by  the  odium  and 
contempt  which  fell  upon  it,  and  by  the  feyerities 
lo  which  it  was  expofed  from  the  ruling  powers. 
During  the  civil  wars  they  increafed  j  held  weekly 
affemblies  for  religious  worfliip ;  and  printed  various 
treatifes,  not  in  defence  of  their  own  fentiments  only, 
but  on  the  general  principles  of  religious  liberty  and 
toleration.  They  even  petitioned  Parliament,  on  a 
broad  bafis,  "  to  allow  public  proteftion  to  private 
•*  as  well  as  public  congregations;  to  review  and 
•'  repeal  the  laws  againfl:  the  fcparatifts;  to  permit  a 
"  freedom  of  the  prefs  to  any  man  who  wrote  nothing 
*  *  fcandalous  or  dangerous  to  the  ftate ;  to  prove 
"  themfelves  loving  fathers  to  all  good  men,  and-fo 
"  invite  equal  afSftance  and  affeftion  from  all.** 
Yet  they  had  no  influence  in  the  vicifHtudes  of  go- 
vernment during  the    period  to  which  we  refer. 
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Two  only  of  their  profeflion,  Mr.  Lawrence,  and 
Mr.  John  Ficnncs,  a  fon  of  Lord  Say,  till  the  year 
1648,  had  feats  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  None 
of  them  Were  in  the  Weftminfter  affembly.  What- 
ever weight  in  public  affairs  they  might  be  f»ippofed 
to  have  poffeffed,  on  Cromweirs  affuming  the  reins 
of  government  it  ceafed.  From  the  Reftoration  to 
the  Declaration  of  Indulgence  in  1672,  they  fuffered 
very  feverely  in  their  perfons,  health,  liberty,  and 
property,  by  haraffing  profecutions,  heavy  penalties, 
confifcations  of  their  goods,  and  cruel  imprifonments.* 

The  Revolution  proclaimed  to  this  as  well  as  to 
other  denominations  of  fuffering^diffentients  fecurity 
and  liberty  ;  fecurity  from  fines  and  imprifonments, 
land  the  evils  of  malignant  perfecution;  and  liberty 
to  aA  up,  without  moleftation,  to  the  dif^ates  of  con- 
fcience.  The  face  of  things  being  thus  changed, 
the  different  fefts  were,  as  to  the  open  profeffion  of 
their  fentiments^  placed  on  the  fame  equal  footing  of 
tranquillity  and  fafety;  and  it  foon  appeared  how 
ineffeftual  the  feverities  of  paft  years  had  been  to 
fupprcfs  enquiry,  flop  the  growth  of  opinion,  and 
fubdue  freedom  of  mind. 

The  Baptifts,  it  fobn  appeared,  had  widely  diffe- 
minated  their  principles ;  and,  notwithftanding  the 
dark  cloud  which  had  repeatedly  burfl  upon  them, 
had  gradually  received  a  coniiderable  acceilion  to 
their  numbers.     For  in  the  year  i68g,  a  general 

•  Sec  for  the  Hiflory  of  the  Baptifts  my  edition  of  Neal's  Hiftory 
of  the  PuritanS)  voh  ii*  fupplement  $^^3  I  Tol.  iv.  fupplement  t»       ^ 
chap.  $9  6t  7»  8;  and  chap.  99  zo,  ie^ion  i. 


/- 
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affcmbly,  confifting  of  a  miniftcr,  and  one  principal 
brother  of  every  congregation,  was  convened  in  Lon* 
don,  on  the  3d  of  September,  by  a  letter  from  the 
elders  and  miniftcring  brethren  in  the  city  and  its 
vicinity,  ^*  to  confider  of  fuch  things  that  might 
**  much  tend  to  the  honour  of  God,  and  further 
**  the  peace,  well-being,  eftablilhment,  and  prefent  a$ 
**  alfo  the  future  comfort  of  the  churches."  This 
letter  was  figned  by  Mr.  Wm.  Kiiffin,  Han.  Knollis, 
John  Harris,  Gcorgp  Barratt,  Benjamin  Keacb, 
Edward  Man,  and  Richard  Adams,*  The  rcpre- 
fentatives  of  more  than  on6  hundred  congregations 
aflembled  together.  Their  firft  a6t  was  to  appoint 
a  general  faft  to  be  kept  by  all  the  community,,  and 
to  addrefs  a  letter  to  every  congregation,  reprefent- 
ingthe  caufes  and  reafons  on  which  they  recom- 
mended this  ad  of  general  humiliation;  drawn  from 
the  fins  of  the  nation,  the  marks  of  declenfion  in 
faith  and  zeal  apparent  among  themfelves,  the  judg- 
ments of  plague  and  fire  with  which  this  nation  had 
been  vifited,  the  perfecution  raifed  againft  themfelves, 
and  the  mortality  which  had  prevailed  among  their 
minifters.  The  fubjefts  of  earnefl  prayer  which 
they  fuggefted,  included,  befides  imploring  that  a 
penitent  and  contrite  heart  might  be  given  to  them, 
and  that  they  might  be  cleanfed  from  the  great  pol- 
lutions with  which  they  had  been  defiled,  fupplica- 
tions  that  they  might  be  afiided  to  underdand  and 
comport  with  the  defigns  of  Providence  in  refpeft  of 
the  latter  time;  that  greater  light  might  break  forth, 

*  See  the  letter  in  Rippon's  Baptift  Regifter,  vol.  iii.  p.  ^6c. 
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and  the  glory  of  the  Lord  rife  upon  the  churches; 
that  peace  and  concord  might  prevail  through  them; 
that  in  every  place  multitudes  might  be  turned  to 
the  Lord  ;  and  that  the  lineal  feed  of  Abraham^ 
the  poor  Jews,  and  the  gentiles,  might  be  made  one 
(hcepfold  under  one  flicpherd,  Jcfus  Chrift. 

One  important  meafure^  on  which  this  aflembtyt 
after  folcmn  prayer  and  a  confideration  of  the  ftate 
of  their  churches,  concluded,  was  to  raife  a  fund  bj 
a  voluntary  fubfcription,  to  be  opened  with  all  con* 
venient  fpeed,  towards  maintaining  and  fupporting  a 
regular  minidry.  This  fund  was  dcfigned  to  be 
applied  to  aifid  thofe  churches  that  were  not  able  to 
fupport  a  minider;  to  fend  ordained  minifters,  ap« 
proved  by  two  churches  in  London  or  the  country, 
to  vifit  the  churches,  and  to  preach  both  in  the  city 
and  country,  where  the  gofpel  ha4  or  had  not  beei^ 
previouily  preached ;  and  to  ailid  any  members  in 
the  aforefaid  churches,  ^^  of  promiiing  gifts  and 
**  found  in  fundamentals,'*  that  were  difpofcd  for 
ftudy,  to  attain  a  knowledge  of  the  Latin,  Greeks 
and  Hebrew  languages* 

The  affembly  alfo  debated  and  decided  on  feveral 
queftions  which  were  propofed  for  difcufiion. 
One  of  thcfe  queftions  turned  on  a  lingular  point 
of  fpeculation,  viz.  the  date  of  the  ^r^ir^ /  juftifica* 
tion  and  adoption  of  believers ;  whether  it  did  not 
take  place  at  the  time  of  Chrift*s  death?  It  wat 
determined,  that  though  tbefe  bleflings  were  thea 
infallibly  fecured  by  the  gracious  purpofe  of  GoD^ 
and  merit  of  Jefiis  Chrift^  yet  they  di4  not  take 
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tScd  until  believers  were  really  implanted  into  Jefus 
Glodrift  bj  faith  }  to  which  as  the  inftrumental  caufe 
fcripture  atttibmes  thefe  benefits,  while  it  gives 
fuch  a  reprefentation  of  their  previous  (late  as  is 
altogether  inconiiftent  with  iin  aSual  right  to  theou 
Eph.  i,  2,  3—111. 

.  Another  ^eftion  related  to  the  cafe  of  neigh- 
bouring churches^  confiding  of  fmall  nnmbers,  and 
iica^ble  of  maintaining  their  own  miniftry^  The 
expediency  of  joining  together  for  their  mutual 
edificaition  in  fopport  di  the  fame  miniflry  was  una^ 
nimoufly  conclnded. 

The  extremes  of  ornament  and  faftuon  in  the 
drefs  of  the  members  of  their  churches,  became 
alio  a  fubjeA  of  enquiry ;  a  reformation  of  every 
thing  in  attire  that  was  not  confident  withmodedy, 
gravity,  and  fobriety,  was  urged  on  the  attention  of 
the  elders  and  miniders,  as  a  matter  which  it  was 
their  province  to  promote;  and  the  brethren  and 
Jijiersj  (for  fuch  was  the  language  of  the  day,)  who 
had  folemnly  profcifed  to  deny  themfelves,  were 
carncdly  exhorted  not  to  conform  to  the  falhion  of 
the  worlds 

When  James  II.,  with  an  artful  defign  to  fcrccn 
and  favour  the.  papidj,  and  ftnftioned  by  the  venal 
^  opinion  of  eleven  out  of  twelve  judges,  affected  the 
charafler  of  the  friend  of  toleration  ;  and  by  excrcife 
of  royal  prcrogadvc  affumed  to  himfelf  the  power 
ofdifpenfing  with  the  penal  laws  relative  to  religion, 
and  publi(hed,  in  1687,  his  "  declaration  of  liberty 
^'  of  confcience  j'^  the  Baptids  who  liad,  during  three 
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different  religious  eftabliibmencs,  fuftained  great  fof* 
ferings,  and  fererely  fmarted  under  the  mildeit  of 
thofe  powers,  led  the  way  in  addre&g  of  thanks  to 
the  king  for  the  peace  and  liberty^  to  the  enjoymeni  ^ 
of  which  his  mandate  reftored  them.^  Tbeif  addrefs 
went  no  further  than  to  exprefs  purely  a  fenfe  of 
gratitude,  and  their  joyful  feeUngs  on  the  occafios* 
Some  few  members  of  the  community  were  betrayod 
by  the  infidious  arts  of  the  Ck>urt  into  a  condufi  that 
Was  more  fubfenrtent  to  its  views^  and  expreffive  of 
an  approbation  of  its  difpedfing  power.  They  ac^ 
cepted  commii&ons  as  r^,^iii^/^r/ for  tht  iupport  c^ 
it,  and  were  employed  by  the  king  to  go  into  divers 
counties,  aiid  to  feveral  corporations,  to  improve 
their  interefl  to  fecure  it  countenance*  But'  fuch 
were  the  juft  and  conftitutional  feiitittienta  enteric 
tained,  sis  by  other  diflenters,  fo  by  she  Baptifts,  on 
this  flretch  of  the  prerogative,  and  futh  the  jeafeufy 
conceival  of  the  defign  of  adminiftnitioo,  thefe 
tools,  whether  venal,  or  injudicious  atid  weak  only', 
or  both^  met  with  little  or  no  encouragement;  and 
fome  congregations  not  only  reproved  thofe  who 
were  thus  employed,  but  commenced  regular  pro- 
cocdings  againft  them. 

The  corrupt  and  daftardly  conduft  of  thefe  agents 
of  adminiftration,  however,  though  unjuftly,  brought 
reproach  and  infamy  on  the  whole  body;  and  reflec- 
tions were  caft  upon  thetn  for  hazarding,  by  & 
compliance  with  the  pbpiih  party,  the  proteftant 
religion  and  the  dvil  liberties  of  the  oati^.     It  was 

§  Kealy.vOl.t.  p*37%  ' 
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the  object  of  the  general  aflcmbly  to  improve  the 
opportuDity  affordo]  them,  by  their  afibciation  for 
the  interefts  of  their  churches,  to  wipe  off  thefe 
reproaches  by  a  public  aft.     They  accordingly  de^ 
dared,  in  their  own  vindication,  ^^  that  to  the  utmoft 
**  of  their  knowledge  there  was  not  one  congr^a- 
^*  tion  that  had  a  hand,  or  gave  confent  to  any 
*^  thing  of  that  nature,  nor  did  even  countenance 
^^  any  of  their  members  to  own  an  abfolute  power 
^  in  the  hte  king  to  difpenfe  with  penal  laws  and 
^^  tefts;  being  well  fatisfied  that  the  doing  thereof, 
^  by  his  fole  prerogative,  would  lay  the  foundation 
^*  of  the  deftruftion  of  the  proteftant  religion,  and 
^'  bring  ilatery  tathis  kingdom/'    This  conduft,  as 
they  intimatedp  was  a  proof  of  the  peculiar  power  of 
virtuous,  religious,  and  patriotic  principles  with  them; 
conildering  the  flrong  temptations  they  hadbeea 
tinder  to  fall  in  with  the  king's  delign,  from  great 
fufferings  in  the  ecclefiaftical  courts,  from  the  mo- 
leftations  of  informers,    from    the  ruin  of    their 
eftatcs,  and  from  the  deprivation  of  their  liberties, 
through  the  oaths  and  perjury  of  the  vileft  men; 
Warm  affurances  of  attachment  to  the  reigning 
prince,  to  the  proteftant  religion,  and  to  the  liber- 
ties of  the  nation;  and  of  ardent  thankfulnefs  to  God, 
£dr  railing  up  King  William,  in  his  fpecial  goodnefs, 
as  his  inftrument  to  deliver  us  from   popery  and 
arbitrary  power,  concluded  their  declaration. 

The  aflfembly  alfo  judged  fit  to  draw  up  and  pub« 
li(b,  for  the  fatisfaftion  of  all  other  chriftians  who 
differed  from  them  in  the  point  of  baptifm,  a  fum- 
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mary  of  the  doftrine  of  faith  and  pradice^  according 
to  their  ideas,  in  *^  a  Confcffion  of  Faith,  figned  by 
*'  thirty-fcven  perfons,  in  the  name  and  behalf  of 
**  the  whole  affembly;*'  copies  of  which  they 
rcquefted  the  refpeftive  churches  that  they  reprc- 
fented  to  procure,  and  which  they  recomniended  to 
the  perufal  of  others.  ^  This  conffeflioa'  of  faith  con- 
fided of  thirty-two  chapters, — ^on  thie  fcriptures ;  on 
God  and  the  Trinity;  on  the  decrees  of  GO0 ;  on 
creation;  Divine  Providence ;  the  fall  of  man ;  fin, 
and  thepuniihment  of  it;;  of  God's  covenant;  of 
Chrift  the  mediator  of  it;  on  free-will,  eflfcfttial 
calling,  juflificatioh,  adoption,  fanAification ;  on 
faving  faith,  repentance  unto  life  and  falvation^ 
good  works ;  on  perfcverance,  the  aflurance  of 
grace  and  falvation,  the  law  of  God  ;  on  the 
gofpel  and  the  extent  of  its  grace,  on  chriftian  liberty 
and  liberty  of  confcience,  religious  worfhip,  and  the 
fabbath-day ;  on  lawful  oaths  and  vows,  the  civil 
magiflrate,  marriage,  the  church,  communion  of 
faints,  baptifm,  and  the  Lord's  fupper,  on  each 
diftin£lly ;  on  the  ftate  of  man  after  death,  and  the 
refurreAion  of  the  dead,  and  the  laft  judgment. 
In  fupport  of  the  propoiitions  advanced  on  thefe 
various  topics,  the  margin  is  filled  with  references  to 
texts  as  proofs  of  their  truth.  The  outlines  of 
this  compofition  will  obvioufly  ihew  how  fer  it 
deviated  from  the  fimplicity  of  that  principle,  with 
which  the  evangelical  hiftorian  was  fatisfied  to  an- 
nounce and  prove  as  the  difcriminating  article  of 
a  chriftian  faith,  and  the  condition  of  eternal  life* 
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«  Tbefc  tWngs,"  i.  ^.  the  works  and  difcourfcs  of 
Chrift,  **  were  wrirti^p,  tb*t  ye  might  believe  that 
^«  Jcfu8  U  the  Chrift,  and  that  ye  might  have  life 
"  through  bis  tiaifle."  The  avowed  defigo  of  this 
cwfeflipft  of.  the  Baptifts  was  to  delineate  and  re^ 
prefect  their  feQiiipeats  as  denying  Armipianifm.  In 
ihi^  general  v jew  it  correfponded  with  the  ether 
Calyipjftic  <:reeds  of  the  age.  It  is  fgfficient,  and 
it  fccois  proper  in  this  hiftory,  to  give  the  reader 
the  chapter  on  baptifm, 

1.  '•  Baptifm/'  fay  our  profeffors, 
Rom.  vlf  3t  4f  5?  ^^  is  am  ordinance  of  the  New  Tcfta^ 
oiiiL"\  '*  ^^^*  ordained  by  Jefus  Chrift,  to 
'iHtak  i.  4.'  *^  be  unto  the  party  baptized  a  fign 
A^j  j^w.  16.  f^  of  his  fellowftiip  with  him,  in  his 
Roin.yi.  a4.         cc  death  and  rcfurreflion;    of   his 

*^  being  ingrafted  into 'him ;  of  re- 
^'  miffion  of  fms ;  and  of  his  giving 
«^  himfelf  up  unto  God,  through 
**  Jcfus  Chrift,  to  live  and  walk  in 
^*  newnefs  of  life/* 

2.  ^*  Thofe  who  do  aftually  pro* 
Murkstfi.  1^  «'  Ms  repentance  towards  God,  faith 
Aas?iii.  37»3»-     <«  Ju  gpd  obcdiencc  to  our    Lord 

^*  Jcfus  Chrift,  arc  the  only  proper 
<*  fubjcfls  of  this  ordinance.'* 

3.  ^*  The  outward  element  to  be 
MatL  x^viii.  19,  so.  <*  ufed  in  this  ordinance  is  water^^ 
A^  viii.  $tp         ^  wherein  the  party  is  to  be  baptized 

^^  in  the  name  of  the  Father,  and  of 
^*  the  Son,  and  of  the  Holy  Spirit/^ 
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4.  "  Immcrfion,  or  dippiag  the 
Matt.iii.  16.  ««pcrfoain  water,  is  nccdOStry  to 
joniu.  *3.  "the    due  admioiftration    of    this 

**  ordinance/'* 

The  principles  on  which  this  general  affenibljr 
avowedly  commenced  and  conduced  their  confulta- 
tions  and  debates  were  liberal ;  friendly  to  candid 
difcuffion,  and  to  the  liberty  and  independence  of 
the  refpeftive  churches,  from  which  it  was  formed. 
They  difclaimcd  all  manner  of  fuperiority  or  fuper- 
intendancy  over  the  churches  ;  all  authority  and 
power  to  prefcribe  or  impofe  any  thing  upon  the 
faith  and  prafticc  of  any  of  the  churches  of  Chrift  ; 
and  they  profcffed  that  **  their  whole  intendment  was 
"  to  be  helpers  together  of  one  another  by  way  of 
*'  counfel  and  advice."  They  declared  that  in  thofc 
points  of  principle  or  praftice  relative  to  commu- 
nion,  wherein  one  church  fliould  differ  from  another, 
they  would  not  impofe  any  thing,  but  leave  every 
church  to  its  liberty.  They  refolved  not  to  admit 
any  particular  offence  which  fhould  arife  between 
individuals  or  churches  to  be  debated  amongft  them^ 
till  the  rule  prefcribed  by  Chrift  in  fuch  matters  had 
been  a6led  upon,  and  the  cpnfent  of  both  parties 
had  been  given,  or  fufficiently  endeavoured.  No 
determination  was  in  any  cafe  to  be  binding^on  any 
one  church,  without  its  own  confent.  That  tvcty 
counfel  or  advice  (hould  reft  on  proofs  deduced  from 
^  the  word  of  God,  and  annexed  to  it. 

*  Crofbyt  rol.  i'u.  Appeodix  No«  ii. 
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It  (hould  be  added,  that  the  ^^  Confei&on  of 
**  Faith/*  as  it  has  been  faid,  was  fupported  by 
appeals  to  the  fcriptures ;  and  that  the  whole  drain 
of  it,  confidently  with  the  principles  which  they  laid 
down  for  their  govern  tnent,  was  merely  declaratory 
of  their  own  views,  without  any  claufe  impofing  the 
reception  of  it,  or  any  denunciation  againft  fuch  as 
fhould  deny  or  difpuce  the  tenets  it  expreifed,  as 
had  been  ufual  in  the  determinations  and  creeds  of 
fjrnods  and  councils.^ 

Another  general  affembly  of  the  elders  and  mef- 
fengers  of  the  churches  of  this  denomination,  from 
divers  parts  of  England  and  Wales,  was  held  ia 
London,  from  the  2d  of  June  to  the  8th,  in  1691  ; 
which  was  conducted  by  the  fame  rules  and  prin<r 
ciples  as  thofe  upon  which  the  former  had  adled* 

Some,  congregations  in  the  county  of  Somerfetp 
or  parts  nearly  adj:icent,  publifhed  in  the  fame  year 
**  A  Short  ConfeiCon,  or  a  brief  Narrative  of  Faith/* 
This  fummary  of  theological  feniimenis,  in  which 
they  who  compofed  it  merely  (late  their  own  views, 
though  called  "  ftiort,*'  extended  through  forty-two 
pages  in  oftavo,  and  was  divided  into  twenty-feveii 
chapters ;  the  fubjcfts  of  which  were,  *'  the  exiftencc 
*^  and  pcrfeflions  of  God,  fubfifting,  through  one 
<*  God,  in  three.  Father,  Sen,  and  Holy  Spirit ;  the 
**  holy  fcriptures  ;  the  creation  ;  the  fall  of  man  ; 
*'  the  love  of  God;  the  extent  of  the  death  of  Chrift} 
**  the  gofpel;  the  power  and  will  of  man  ;  free  grace; 
♦*  faith  y  repentance;  baptifm ;  the  Lord's  fupper ;  the 
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*^  work  of  the  Holy  Spirit ;  juftification ;  fanftifica^ 
^*  lion }  pcrfcvcrancc ;  God's  decree.  Providence, 
*^  or     fore-knowledge ;     cleftion  ;      reprobation ; 
*'  God's  governing  the  world,  ine4^nt  principally  to 
^^  declare  the  duty  und  obligation  of  chridians  to  be 
**  obedient  to  the  governors  of  the  world,  as  the 
**  deputies  of  God,  in  all  things  of  human  and  civil 
^*  concern  ;  but  as  to  fpiritual  things,  of  religious, 
♦*  ecclefiaftical,  or  divine  concern,  to  affert  the  fole 
**  authority  of  God  by  Jefus  Chrift',  who  had  deli- 
♦'  vered  to  us  his  laws:"  this  chapter  dofes  with  a 
fentiment,  the  liberality  of  which  ftands  in  an  honour- 
able contrail  with  the  1 8th  article  of  our  eftabliflied 
church.*     Thefe  Baptifts  profcffed  their  ^*  belief  to 
♦*  be,  that  where  the  gofpcl  did  not  come,  if  men 
^'  were  governed  by  the  law  of  God  written  in  thdr 
^'  hearts,  and  by  the  works  of  God  without  them, 
*^  which  are  fufficient  to  teach  them  that  there  is  a 
♦'  God,  and  fo  endeavour  to  live  to  God  fuiiably  to  the 
♦'  light  they  have  received,  no  doubt  but  theyjhall  be 
•'  accepted^  though  they  are  not  under  the  miniftra-' 
•*  tion  of  the  gofpel ;  and  in  the  great  day  of  judg- 
^*  mcnt  rewarded  according  to  their  works."     The 
remaining  chapters  expreffcd  their  fcntiraents  on  the 
queftions  that  related  to  the  nature  and  conftitution 
of  the  church  of  Chrift,  the  refurreftion  of  the  dead, 
t|ie  eternal  judgment,  the  rcftiiution  of  all  things, 
^nd  ihe  reign  of  Chrift.f 

•  The  article  runs  thus,  <*  They  are  to  be  accurfed,  that  pre. 
*'  fume  to  fay  that  every  man  fhali  be  faved  by  the  law  or  fed  which 
*•  he  profeffeth ;  fo  that  he  be  diligent  to  frame  hit  life  according 
^i|0  thatlaw,  and  the  light  of  nature.*' 

t  Crofby,  toK  iv.  AppendiXj  No.  i. 
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la  the  chapter  on  the  church  of  €hrift,  the  qa2U- 
lificatioos  of  perfond  fet  apart  to  xht  office  of  elders 
or  rainifters  naturally  came  under  coniideration. 
That  tbcy  fhould  be  fuitably  gifted  and  qualified  for 
that  office,  is  admitted ;  but  as  to  an  acquaintance 
with  the  languages,  Hebrew,  Greek,  and  Latin, 
while  the  ufefulnefs  of  it  in  its  place  is  granted^  a 
belief  is  exprefled  that  '^  it  is  not  a  qualification  fo 
^^  abfolutely  necrflary  to  the  being  of  a  minifter  or 
*^  elder,  but  that  a  perfon  may  very  poffibly  be 
^  fufficieutly  qualified  for  that  office  without  it/' 
The  point  is  argued  upon  thefe  principles,  r\z. 
that  the  gofpel  was  firfl  preached  by  unlearned  men ; 
Azc  this  is  not  enumerated  amongft  the  qualifica* 
cions  for  the  charaAer  prefcribed  in  the  fcriptures  : 
that  men  unlearned  in  the  languages  have,  expe- 
rience teftifies^  been  very  ufeful  inftruments  of  God 
in  gathering  churches,  and  in  the  converfion  and 
religious  edification  of  men :  and  that  confining  the 
miniftry  to  men  of  learning  does  not  bear  an  analogy 
to  the  method  of  the  firft  planting  of  the  gofpel ; 
when  the  fooliih  and  weak  things  of  the  world  were 
chofen  to  confound  the  mighty,  and  things  that  are 
not  to  bring  to  nought  things  that  are  i  when  the 
great  things  of  the  gofpel  were  hidden  from  the 
wife  and  prudent,  and  revealed  unto  babes.  The 
li^ll-meaning  framers  of  the  Confcffion  then  aik, 
with  a  kind  of  triumph,  in  the  (hain  'of  a  challenge, 
^^  What  great  and  good  effcdb  have  we  fecn  of 
*•  learning  ?  Why  fhould  men  be  fo  fond  of  it  ? 
•^^  Was  not  thc^apoftacy  brought  into  the  world  by 
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^^  learned  men?  Has  it  not  been  maintained  and  carrie4 
*^  on  by  fuch  ever  fince  ?*"  In  thcfe  interrogatories 
it  efcaped  their  attention,  that  the  learning  with  which 
the  apoftacy  or  corruptiQn  arofe,  was  not  that  (^  the 
languages  critically  applied  to  explain  the  fcripture$t 
but  that  of  the  roetaphyfical  philofophy  of  the  Pagau 
fchools.  It  efcaped  their  recolledion,  that  a  long  ^ 
night  of  ignorance  aflForded  opportunity  for  fuper^ 
ftition  to  introduce  its  inventions,  and  for  i^iritual 
dominion  to  forg<  its  chains  \  and  that  with  the 
revival  of  learning  came  the  Reformation.  Tjicj' 
did  not  anticipate,  with  what  ftrength  of  argument, 
with  what  luminous  diicoverie^,  learning,  within  half 
a  century,  would  emancipate  the  mind ;  nor  did 
they  reflect  with  what  fldlfiil,  laboured,  and  acute 
inveiligations  it  had  already  deteded  and  ezpofed 
the  wickednefs  and  impofitions  of  the  apoftacy. 

In  the  chapter  "  on  the  reign  of  Chriftp"  they 
profeffed  their  belief,  that  our  Lord  Jefus  Chrift, 
at  the  time  appointed  of  the  Father,  will  come 
again  in  power  and  great  glory,  not  only  to  raife 
the  dead,  ref^ore  and  judge  the  world,  but  to  take 
to  himfelf  his  kingdom,  and  reign  on  the  throne  of 
his  father  David  on  Mount  Sion  in  Jerufalem  for 
ever,  as  the  sdone  vifible  fupreme  lord  and  king  of 
the  whole  earth  :  that  this  kingdom  would  be  uni* 
verfal  and  everlafting,  peaceable  and  glorious :  the 
kingdom  that  Would  fucceed  the  fourth  monarchy, 
and  the  ftone  cut  out  of  the  mountain  without 
hands,  which  Ihall  fill  the  whole  earth  ;  not  to  be 
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fet  up  by  the  material  fword,  that  being  fo  exceed- 
ingly •  contrary  to  the  very  nature  of  chriftianity^ 
i;vhich  requires  us  to  love  our  enemies  and  pray  for 
them,  not  to  deftroy  them ;  to  be  fut^eA  to  goYem- 
ment  in  all  cafes  of  civil  concern,  and  patiently  to 
endure  perfecution.  They  alfo  argued  that  the 
kingdom  of  Chrift  being  fpiritaal  ought  not  to  be 
let  up  or  maintained  either  by  the  fword  or  any 
civil  power  whatfoever,  but  by  the  preaching  of  the 
gofpel,  which  is  the  word  of  God;  and  not  being 
cf  this  world,  his  fcrvants  ought  not  to  fight. 
,  One  particular  in  this  Confeffion,  under  the  title  of 
**  the  fall  of  man,*'  dcfcrves  notice.  "  Our  firft 
**  parents/*  it  declares,  *^  by  virtue  of  the  firft 
•*  tranfgreffion,  brought  not  only  themfelves,  but 
**  their  whole  poftcrity  into  a  ftate  of  fin  and  death, 
**  together  with  thofe  many  inconveniencies  that  are 
^*  now  come  upon  mankind  as  the  fad  effefts  of 
**fin.  But.  that  this  trangrefBon  did  procure  in 
"  itfclf  the  fccond  death,  viz.  in  the  lake  of  fire  or 
*^  hell  torments,  either  to  Adam  or  any  of  his  pof- 
•*  terity,  as  is  by  fome  not  only  imagined  but 
*'  affirmed;  as  it  is  a  doftrine  that  is  altogether 
'*'  fcripturclefs,  and  fo  falfe,  fo  it  is  altogether  irra- 
•*  tional ;  from  whence  it  hath  no  room  in  our 
^'  faith."  In  the  preamble  to  this  declaration, 
compofed  by  the  minifters  and  meffcngers  of  upwards 
t)f  an  hundred  congregations,  the  ddCgn  of  its  being 
publifhed  is  avowed  not  to  make  an  oftentatious 
difplay  of  fuperior  attainments,  but  to  bear  their 
teftimony    to    *^  the  faith  once  delivered  to  the 
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^*  faints  /'  and  to  conciliate  the  minds  of  thofe 
who  looked  upon  them  as  a  people  degenerated 
from  all  other  baptized  congregations ;  and  to  pave 
the  way,  if  poifible,  for  "  a  more  perfeft  acquaint* 
*^  ance,  acceptance,  and  fellowfhip  with  thofe 
**  churches,  whom  tljiey  believed  to  be  one  with 
**  them  in  the  mod;  material  points  of  faith  and 
"  praftice,  but  who  carried  themfelves  ftrangc 
**  towards  them  for  want  of  a  right  undcrftanding 
•*  of  their  faith.'*  The  article  which  we  have  laft 
quoted  from  their  **  Confeffion,"  was  not  calculated 
to  meet  the  ideas  and  tafte  of  thofe  who  entertained 
rigid  fentimcnts  concerning  the  effects  of  the  fall  of 
man  ;  but  it  is  a  proof  that  thefe  chriftians  thought 
for  themfelves  in  this  point :  and  as  to  the:  concilia* 
tory  end  which  they  propofed  to  themfelves,  by 
their  account  of  their  faith,  they  expreiTed  a  be- 
coming fortitude  of  mind  to  bear  difappointment. 
<*  If,  when  all  is  done,  it  do  not  anfwer  the  end  for 
^'  which  it  is  intended;  but  we  muft,  notwithdanding, 
^*  be  looked  upon  as  a  bye-people,  and  be  rejefted  or 
•*  laid  afide  J  we  truft  we  fhall  keep  clofe  to  the  Lord 
in  the  things  that  we  at  prefent  underiland,  until 
we  are  by  fome  divine  authority  convinced  of 
•^  fome  religious  miftakes  therein  :*'§  a  declaratioii 
expreffive  at  once  of  firmnefs  of  mind,  and  an 
opennefs  to  convidion*  ^.  ^ 

In  1692,  from  May  the  3d  to  the  24th,  another 
general  aflembly  of -Baptifts  from ;  107  churches 
was  held  in  London*.    To  (Irengthen  their  union, 
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and  to  conduA  their  aflbciations  oa  a  convenient 
plan^  it  was  refolved,  at  this  afiembly^  that,  whereas, 
for  fome  preceding  years,  the  churches  in  fcvcral 
counties  had  held  their  particular  aflbciations,  and 
one  general,  annually,  at  London,  to  divide  this 
otte  general  mectidg  into  two;  one  to  be  kept  at 
Briftol  at  Eafler,  and  the  other  in  London  at  Whit- 
funtide :  and  that  after  each,  a  narrative  of  the  pro^ 
ccedings  of  each,  as  far  as  related  to  matters  of 
general  ufe,  fhould  be  printed  and  fcirculated  among 
the  churches.  It  was  alfo  agreed  that  two  mef* 
fengers  ihould  be  deputed  from  London  to  attend 
the  meeting  at  Briftol,  and  two  from  Briftol  to  be 
prefent  at  that  in  London.  It  was  agreed,  with  a 
view  to  render  the  fund  for  miniflers  and  (Indents 
more  efficient,  and  to  facilitate  the  contributions^ 
that  the  churches  ihould  make  quarterly  coUeAions 
for  ic  in  what  method  they  judged  bcfL  It  was  alfa 
determined  that  thefe  aflcmblies  wei^e  not  to  be 
accountable  to  one  another  any  more  than  churches 
were :  that  no  appeals  were  to  be  made  to  thenr 
by  the  churches  to  determine  matters  of  faith  or 
fad  ;  but  that  all  matters  referred  to  them  for  theif . 
confidcration  were  to  be  laid  before  then!  under  the 
fiorm  of  propofitions  or  queries  for  advice. 

In  the  prefent  age,  when  tafte  for  facred  mufic  i$ 
fg  prevalent,  and  the  gratification  of  it  fo  induftri- 
oufly  cultivated,  it  will  appear  aftonifhing  to  many, 
that  there  ever  exiftcd,  among  any  body  of  chriftians, 
afcruple  oil  the  fuhjcft  of  vocal  mufic  in  the  worihip 
of  the  Divine  Being.      But   whether  it  might  be 
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partly  afcribed  to  the  want  of  a  muficaltaAe^  or  to^a 
purely  confcientious  fear  of  corrupting  the  fimplicity: 
of  chriftian  worfhip,  aod  of  a  partial  reverting  to  the. 
model  of  the  Jewiih  fervice,  there  were  fome  among, 
the  Baptifls,  ia  the  times  of  which  we  are  fpeaking, 
who  objeAed  to  iinging  in  the  aflembltes  for  pnbUc 
worihip.  A  coQtroverfy  on  this  fabje£):  waa  carried 
on  in  different  publications  by  feveral  writers.  The 
fpirit  in  which  this  queftion  was  difcuiTed  by  the 
advocates  of  each  iide  was  difgraceful  and  irritating ; 
for  the  authors  of  the  tra^^s  which  came  from  the 
prefs  on  this  occafion^  loaded  one  another  with  uncha* 
ritable  refledions,  cenfurcs,  and  reproaches.  When 
prejudice  and  paffion^  it  may  be  fuppofed,  had  begun 
to  fubfide,  and  the  writers  had  grown  weary,  both 
parties  agreed  to  refer  the  matter  to  the  examination 
s»id  determination  of  feven  perfons^  to  be  nominated 
out  of  their  body  by  this  aflembly.  The  nomination' 
fell  on  Mr.  Andrew  Gifford,  of  Briftol,  Mr.  Edm. 
White,  Mr,  Hepry  Auftin,  Mr.  Robert  Keate,  of 
Wantage,  Hr.  John  Willis,  Mr.  Samuel  Buttal,  of 
Pljmoqth,  and  Mr.  John  Scott,  as  arbitrators  in 
this  djfpute«  The  points  to  be  fubmitted  to  their 
confideration  were  ilated  and  limited  by  the  followiiiig 
qucftions  put  to  each  party  2  viz.  **  Whether  you 
*•  are  willing  to  be  deter^iined  by  the  faid  brethren, 
"and  refolve  to  do  what  they  fhall  determine,  in 
**  ^der  to  the  removing  of  all  thofe  reflexions  that 
' '  are  writ  in  all  the  books  that  are  printed  on  both 
*^fides,  about  the  controverfy  of  finging,  &c. J 
"  The  mattery  to  be  dpbated  and  determined  are 
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••  6nly  rcfpcfting  refleAions  and  matters  of  fafl/* 
The  affinnbly  placing  the  deciiioQ  of  the  debate, 
labmitted  to  revieii^^  on  this  baiis,  h  i»  evident, 
did  not  aflame  an  atithority  co  decree  on  the  merits 
of  the  queilton,  or  the  force  of  the  argument ;  bat 
aimed  only  to  reconcile  the  parties*  This  quefttoa 
^was  anfwcred  and  tuUy  agreed  to  by  Mr.  William 
Kiffin,  ijitnlfler  of  the  congregation  in  Devonfhire* 
fijuare,  Mr.  John  Man,  Mr,  Gcorgd  Barret,  Mr. 
William  Collin,  paftor  of  the  church  in  Petty. 
France,  Mr.  Benjamin  Kcacb,  minider  of  a  congre* 
gation  in  Southwark,  Mr,  Richard  Steed,  of- 
Faringdon,  Berkfhire,  and  Mr.  Thomas  HoIIowclL 

The  determination  adopted  and  recommended  on 
this  affair  was,  ^'  that  all  concerned  on  both  fides  in 
•*  the  controverfy  fhould  be  defired  to  call  in  and 
^  bring  all  their  books,  afterwards  fpecified  by  their 

titles,  into  the  affembly^  or  to  whom  they  fhould 
^'appoint,  and  leavethem  to  their  difpofal:  that  if  any 

perfided  in  this  reproachful  method,  they  delivered 

it  as  their  fenfe  that  the  perfon  or  perfons  aAing 
^^  thus,  who  fowed  offences,  diviilons.  and  difcords 
**  among  chriflians,  (hould  be  remarked/*  It  was 
alfo  inferted  in  the  narrative  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
affcrably,  as  their  determination  and  entreaty,  that 
none  of  the  members  of  the  churches  fhould  buy,  fell, 
give,  or  difperfe  the  enumerated  books,  nor  any  others 
that  contained  the  bitter  reflexions  on  their  brethren. 

Thefc  determinations  were  introduced  by  a  ferious 
and  affcftionate  expoflulation  read  with  them  to 
both  parties,  and  figncd.     It  ran  in  this  drain. 
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*^  Beloved  and  honoured  in  the  Lord,  for  your 
*^  work's  fake,  we  your  unworthy  brethren,  whom 
"you  have  chofen    to   examine    and  determinic 
^*  the  matters  aforefaid,  fo  far  as   we  know  our 
own  hearts,  have  fingly,  without  refpeft  of  perfons, 
judged  as  for   the  Lordj  ^nd  unanimoti/Iy  con-^ 
eluded,  that  thofe   perfons  who  have  been  con- 
"  cemed  in  this  controverfy,  have  on  both  fides 
**  erred  in  mod  of  the  particulars  that  were  laid 
**  before  us.     If  we  have  been  partial  in  any  thing, 
^  it  is  only,  for  which  we  beg  your  pardon,  that 
*'  we  may  lay  your  evils  before  you  in  eafy  terms, 
*'  from  this  confidence,  that  the  grace  of  God  will 
"help  you.  much  more  to  aggravate  them  in  your 
*'  own  fouls ;   efpecially  when  you  compare  how 
**  unlike  Jefus  Chrift,  and  the  holy  commands  he 
*'  hath  given  for  brotherly  love,  your  treatment 
"  hath  been  one  towards  another ;  *  who  when  he 
*'  was  reviled,  reviled  not  again;  *   i  Pet.  ii.  22, 23; 
**  and  how  far  ftiort  in  this  controverfy  yott  have 
**  have  come  in  ai^fwering  that  charafter  which  the 
Spirit  of  God  gives  of  true  charity,    i  Cor.  xiii. 
4,  &c.     Had  the  things  wherewith  you  charge 
"  one  another  been  true,   we  humbly  conceive  you 
**  fliould  have  taken  thofe  rules  Chrift  hath  pre*- 
4'  fcribed,  in  a  more  private  debate,  way,  and  method^ 
**that  would  not  have  rcflefted  upon  your  holy 
"  profcffion  and  the  name  of  God,   to  convince 
"  one  another  of  your  errors ;  and  that  the  ways 
"  you  have  taken  to  difcover  the  nakednefs  of  your 
"  brethren  have  been  irregular,  and  tended  rather 
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*'  to  beget  greater  offences  and  ftumblings,  than 
*'  convincing,  healing,  and  recovering.  Ham  for 
**  difcovering  the  nakednefs  of  Noah  was  accurfed 
^*  of  God.  Gen.  ix.  29.  To  proclaim  one  another's 
**  errors  to  reproach  is  from  the  evil  one,  and  to 
**  give  our  enemies  occafion  to  rejoice  over  out 
*'  failings,  forbidden  to  be  told  in  Gafh  and  GilgaL 
**  2  Sam.  i.  20.  You  knov7  wha  hath  faid  that  the 
*'  iffue  of  ^  biting'  will  be  ^  to  devour  one  another,' 
«*  if  God  prevent  not.  We  grieve  to  think  what 
**  diflionours  your  method  will  bring  to  the  name 
**  of  God,  reproach  to  your  holy  profeffion,  ftum- 
**  bling  to  fmners,  and  divifion  among  the  churches 
*^  of  Chrift.  And  therefore,  as  brethren,  partakers 
of  the  fame  grace,  we  humbly  exhort  you,  and 
pray  God  would  make  you  all  fenfible  of  your 
^  errors,  humble  you  for.  them,  and  *  as  God  for 
^*  *  Chrift's  fake  hath  forgiven  you,'  fo  you  would 
**  for  his  name  fake  *  forgive  on-c  another.*  And 
^  therefore  in  the  name  of  the  Lord,  and  for  his 
*'  fake,  we  entreat  and  determine  that  you  proceed 
*^  no  longer  in  fuch  methods." 

By  thefe  moderate  and  conciliatory  meafures,  in 
which  not  the  decrees  of  authority  but  mild  perfua- 
fions  were  employed,  a  (lop  was  put  to  the  animo- 
lities  and  troubles  that  threatened  the  Baptifl 
churches ;  the  queftion  was  feparated  from  the 
fpirit  with  which  it  had  been  difcuflfed,  and  left  to 
Hand  on  the  ftrength  of  the  argument  adduced; 
and  from  that  time  finging  the  praifcs  of  God  in 
their  public  aiTemblies  was  adopted  as  a  part  of 
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religious  worftiip  by  many,  with  whom  it  had  not 
been  before  a  praflice.*        .        . 

Though  this  affembly  was  formed  by  a  deputaw 
tion  from  107  churches  only,  the  Bapiifts  were  at 
that  time  very  numerous,  and  many  of  ihem' never 
joined  in  the  aflcmblies  of  which  we  are  fpealcing. 

This  denomination  of  diffentcrs  refident  in  Lon-  >*1 
don  and  its  vicinity,  in  1696,  when  a  fecret  fchemc 
to  aflafEnate  King  William  was  difcovered,  and  his 
Majcfty  was  congratulated  on  his  deliverance  from 
the  defigns  of  his  enemies  by  numerous  addreflfcs,  ap-  ^ 
proached  the  throne  as  a  diftinft  body,  with  their 
fentiments  of  joy  and  attachment,  in  an  addrefs  on 
the  9th  of  April,  delivered  by  a  very  rcfpeftablc 
minifter,  Mr.  Jofeph  Stennett,  introduced  by  the 
Earl  of  Monmouth,  then  Earl  of  Peterborough. 
They  declared,  ''  That  they  gladly  embraced  the 
occafion  to  affurc  his  Majcfty  that  as  they  en- 
joyed a  fhare  in  the  benign  influences  of  his 
*'  government,  whereby  their  chil  and  religious 
*'  liberties  had  been  fo  happily  protefted  and  vin- 
*'  dicated;  fo  they  would  make  it  their  glory,  as  they 
**  accounted  it  their  duty,  to  render  his  Majefty  the 
*'  utmoft  fervice  they  were  capable  of  in  that  fphere 
"  wherein  the  Inw  allowed  ihem  to  mqvc."  As  a 
-further  teftimony  of  their  fidelity  and  afFcftion  to  his 
Majefly's'perfon  and  government,  they  expreff  d  their 
cheerful  readincfs  "  to  follow  the  pattern  of  the  ho- 
"  nourable  Houfe  of  Commons  in  fubfcribing  to  an 
aflfociation  fubjcined  to  the  addrefs."     And  they 
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4:onc1uded  with  faying,  that  "  they  would  never 
^^  ceafe  to  oflfer  up  their  mod  fervent  fupplications 
**  to  Heaven,  that  the  fpirit  of  wiidom  might  con- 
•*  tinue  to  direft  all  his  Majefty's  councils  ,  that  the 
*'  Lord  of  Hods  might  ftill  fuceeed  his  arms ;  that 
*^  troops  of  aiTociate  angels  might  guard  his  royal 
^  perfon  ;  that  his  Majefty  might  have  a  long  and 
**  happy  reign  on  earth  ;  and  at  length  wear  a  crown 
•*  of  immortal  glory  in  the  kingdom  of  heaven.** 
This  addrefs  was  not  fuffered  to  pafs  as  merely  a 
cuftomary  form,  but  was  much  taken  notice  of  at 
the  time* 

A  difpofition  to  agitate  the  Trinitarian  contro- 
verfy  now  (hewed  iifelf.  Ml*.  Jdfeph  Wright,  of 
'Maidftone^  a  man  of  piety  and  learning,  brought  a 
charge  of  denying  the  divinity  and  humanity  of 
Ghrift,  unto  the  general  aflembly,  againll:  Mn  Mat- 
thew  Caffin,  of  Horfhatn,  another  minifter  of  dif- 
tinguiflied  charaAer  and  talents,  with  whom  he  had 
been  in  the  habits  of  intimate  friendfliip  and  con- 
fidential intercourfe;  and  he  infifted  upon  his 
cxclufion  both  from  the  affembly,  and  from 
all  communion  with  the  Baptift  churches.  Mr. 
Wright  difgraced  his  zeal  by  grounding  his  charge, 
not  on  what  Mr.  Caffin  had  advanced  in  any  publi- 
cation, which  would  of  courfe  have  been  open  to 
animadverfion  and  cenfure,  but  on  the  communica- 
tion of  fentiments  in  private  con verfation ,  in  which 
he  had  made  objeftions  to  certain  material  parts  of 
the  Athanafian  creed. 

Mr.  Caffin  fet  up  a  defence  of  himfelf  again  (l*  the 
charge  of  holding  blafphemous  and  heretical  opinions 
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ungcneroufly   brought  forward   by  Mr.    Wrights 
*'  He  candidly  acknowledged  that  fomc  propofitions 
^'  in  that  creed,  after  his  moft  diligent  and  impartial 
*^  examination,  were  above  bis  underftanding  ;  and 
*'  therefore  he  never  had,  nor  could  then,  receive  it  as 
^*  the  ftandard  6f  his  faith*     He  infifted  on  it  that 
**  the  holy  fcriptures  contained  all  that  could  be 
•*  neceffary  for  a  chriftian  to  believe  and  profefs. 
**  He  declared,  that  if  he  were  catechifed  ever  fo 
**  feverely  on  them,  he  could*  not  decline  a  free  and 
*'  open  declaration  of  his  fentimcnts.  He  avowed  his 
"  belief  in  Chrift  as  the '  Word,*  in  the  beginning  of 
**  the  creation  with  Goo ;  and  that  he  was  in  the 
**  higheft  imaginable  fenfe  God,   conCftently  with 
**  that  moft  eftablifhed  truth,  that  there  can  be  but 
"  one  abfolutely  fupreme  God.     He  avowed   it  as 
** his  opinion,  that  Chrift  was  the  *  God  overall/ 
'  ^*  intended  by  Paul,  which  he  thought  conformable 
*'  to   our  Lord's  own  declaration   concerning  him- 
<*  fclf.     He  confeffed  his  belief  that  Chrift,  as  to 
**  his  ^ejh J  was  the  feed  of  the  woman,  the  fon  and 
**  offspring  of  David,  conceived  indeed  miraculoufly, 
**  but   born  of  Mary  in  the  fame  natural  way  as 
**  other  men.     He  pleaded  that  it  had  been  his  ftudy 
*^  and  delight  to    exalt  and  honour    his  Saviour, 
^*  both  as  God  and  man,   to  the  higheft  degree  of 
**  thought :  that  he  had  never  difturbed  the  minds 
*'  of  any  chriftians  about  unrevealed  fublimities,  but 
*'  left  to  every  one  the  fame  liberty  of  judgment 
*•  which   he  claimed  for  himfelf  j    and    while  he 
^<  owned  that  he  ^ras  far  enough  from  perfe^ioii 
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.  •^  in  knowledge,  he  appealed  to  his  friends,  as  well 
**  knowing  thai  he  was  always  open  to  convidion, 
**  and  thankful  for  every  addition  of  new  light." 

It  rcflcAs  honour  on  this  aflembly,  which  was 
numerous,  that  this  truly  proteftant  and  ingenious 
defence  gave  general  fatisfaftion ;  and  Mr*  Wright 
was  much  difcouncenanced  for  his  unbecoming  re* 
fictions  and  his  want  of  candour. 

A  general  affembly  was,  at  a  fliort  diftance  of 
time,  held  at  Aylcfbury,  in  the  county  of  Bucks. 
Here  Mr.  Wright  engaged  the  concurrence  of 
another  pcrfon,  to  exhibit  again  his  charge  againft 
Mr.  C  ffin ;  bur  again  was  difappointed  in  his  views: 
for  this  afTc^mbiy  alfo  difmifled  the  accufation,  ^nd 
reiolved,  notwithltanding  a  difference  of  fentiments 
on  forac  abftrufc  unrevealed  points,  to  maintain 
amity  and  friendfhip  with  Mr.  Caffin. 

Mr.  Wright,  chag  ined  with  his  difappointmenis, 
and  tcclinj^  the  inefficiency  of  his  influence,  withdrew 
from  the  aiTeiublies,  and  protcfted  againft  their  pro- 
ceedings. But  the  feed  of  contention  which  he  had 
fown  fprung  up,  and  in  other  quarters  there  arofc 
new  arcu^crs  of  Mr.  C/.ffin.  The  churches  in 
Buckinj^^hamfliire  ar.d  Northamptonfliire  exhibited 
fimilar  chaiges  againft  him  to  the  affembly  convened 
from  them,  and  moved  that  he  fliould  be  brough^t 
to  jiHgoif^nt.  He  explained  himfelf  with  great 
meeknefs  and  condefcenfion,  and  laboured  to  recover 
their  gooJ  opinion,  biit  without  fuccefs.  Their  com- 
plaints wee  renewed,  and  a  hearing  was  again 
demanded ;  and  the  fiffembly  s^^reed  th^t  at  Whit? 
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funtide  next  year,  1700,  his  cafe  fliould  be  fully 
examined.  It  met  at  the  time  fixed:  Mr.  CafSn 
attended,  and  to  prevent  confufion  and  tedious 
debates,  a  committee  of  eight  perfons,  four  of  whom 
were  on  the  fide  of  the  complainants,  was  chofen  to 
confer  with  him,  and  to  draw  up  a  general  determi- 
nation, which,  being  aflcnted  to  and  figned,  might  be 
a  fufficicnt  ground  of  union.  This  was  done,  and 
the  following  declaration,  after  it  had  been  read 
feveral  times^  received  the  fignature  of  all  who 
were  prefent,  and  was  publiflied  by  the  com» 
plainants^  viz. 

According  to  the  trufl:  repofed  in  us,  we  offered 
to  the  affembly,  that  it  be  agreed,  that  Chrift,  as 
"  he  was  the  Word,  is  from  the  beginning  j  but  in 
**  time  that  Word  took  not  on  him  the  nature  of 
"  angels,  but  took  on  him  the  feed  of  Abraham; 
*^  and  as  fuch  is  Emanuel ,  God  with  us^  or  Godmani" 
^^fejl  in  ihejiejh :  and  as  he  is  the  Word^  is  one  with 
**  the  Father  and  the  Holy  Ghoft.  And  as  he  was 
God  manifejled  in  the  flejh^  fo  he  is  the  Jcfus  that 
tajled  death  for  every  one.  And  further,  whereas 
*^  there  have  been,  and  yet  are,  debates  about  the 
"  Most  High  God,  we  conceive  He  is  one 
infinite,  unchangeable,  and  eternal  fpirit,  incom* 
prchcnfible  Godhead,  and  doth  fubfifl:  in  the 
Father,  the  Word,  and  the  Holy  Ghoft. 


'*Wm.  Gooch, 
*'  Benj.  Miller, 

"ThOS.   KlRBY, 

"  David  Brown, 


"Wm.  Vincent, 
**JoHN  Hassum, 
*'  John  Amory, 
^«  Nath.  Gale.'' 
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It  was  alfo  entered  in  the  journals  of.  the  affembly, 
**  That  the  defence  'brother  Matthew  CaflSn  has 
"  made,  together  with  his  acknowledgements,  arc 
*'  to  the  fatisfaftion  of  the  affembly." 

This  vote,  though  it  breathed  the  fpirit  of  peace 
and  tolerance,  had  not  immediately  its  defired  efFefl-. 
At  the  next  meeting  of  the  general  affembly,  the 
churches  in  the  county  of  Northampton  lodged  a 
complaint,  that  Mr.  Caffin  had  not  been  tried  to  their 
fatisfaftion.  After  a  deliberate  debate,  a  motion 
was  ma3e,  put  to  the  vote,  and  carried  by  a  great 
majority,  "  that  the  declaration  made  by  Mr.  Caffin, 
*'  and  his  figning  the  aforefaid  expedient  was  fuffi- 
•*  cient  and  fatisfaQory.'*  Notwithftanding  this  con- 
ciliatory refolution  paffed,  the  diffatisfied  did  not 
acquiefce  in  it ;  but  cherifliing  the  uneafmefs  which 
rankled  in  their  breads,  forfook  the  affemblics  of 
their  brethren,  and  held  for  feme  years  feparate 
affociations  ;  till  at  length,  after  feme  effays,  a 
friendly  union  was  accomplifhed  on  a  fure  founda- 
tion of  forbearance  and  charity, — an  adherence  to 
the  fcriptures  only  as  the  complete  and  only  rule  of 
faith  and  praftice.  It  was  a  fign  of  the  ill-nature 
and  diflike  which  the  feparatifts  indulged  on  this 
occafion,  that  the  affembly  from  which  they  with- 
drew  was,  for  a  (hort  time,  called  Caffimte.% 

From  the  time  of  the  Reformation  a  praflice  of 
holding  public  difputations  on  the  theological  quef- 
tions  on  which  the  parties  of  the  times  differed, 
Jjadexifted  in  Europe  and  in  England.     They  were 
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fomctimes  appointed  by  royal  proclamation,  not  (o 
much  with  the  candid  defign  of  inveftigating  the 
truth,  as  with  the  hope  of  gaining  a  triumph  over 
ihofe  who  ventured  to  diflent  from   the  religious 
principles  and  injunftions  which  the  power  of  the 
ftate  had  legalized.     This  mode  of  fettling  contro* 
verfies  on  points  of  faith  or  praflice  was  at  other 
times  voluntarily  adopted  by  partizans  of  each  fide, 
without  the  authority  of  the  magiftrate  or  the  pro- 
teftion  of  power.     The  principles  of  the  Baptifts 
were  repeatedly  brought   to  this  difcufllon  ^d  trials 
The  firft  difputation  on  them  was  holden  in  South- 
wark,   17th  Oft.  1642,   between  Dr.  Featly,   Mr. 
Kiffin,  and  others.    The  next  took  place  in  London, 
in  the  year    1643,   at  different  times  and  thi^ough 
feveral  weeks,  between  Mr,  Knollis,  Mr.  Kiffin,  and 
Mr,  Jeffey.     A  third  was  conduced  at   Tirling  in 
the  county  of  Effex,   on  nth  Jan.  1643,  ^Y  M*** 
John  Stalham,  Mr.  Newton,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Butt, 
and  Mr.  Thomas  Lambe.     Mr.    Gibbs  and  Mr. 
Richard  Carpenter  held  a  difputation,  about    the 
year  1647,  'before  a  great  affembly  of  miniftersand 
others,  in  the  parifh  church  of  Newport-Pagnell. 
Mr.  Samuel  Fiflier,  and  feveral  clergymen,  on  July 
26,  1649,   engaged  in  fuch   a  verbal  difcuffion  at 
Afliford,  in  the  county  of  Kent.    On  a  challenge 
given  by   Mr.  Baxter,  this  mode  of  dating  and  de- 
fending their  refpeftive  opinions  was  adopted  by  the 
learned  Mr.  Tombes,  on  Jan.  ift,  1649,  in  the  parifh 
church  of  Bewdley.     On  2d  May,  1652,  a  difpu- 
tation of  this  kind  was  holden  at  Cork,  in  Ireland, 
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between    Dr.   Harding,    Dr.    Worth,    and    Mr. 
Marcott.      Mr.  John  Craig,  Mr.  Henry  Vaughan, 
and  Mr.  John  Tombes  engaged  in  a  fimilardebate 
at  Abergavenny    in   the    county  of    Monmouth. 
Portfmouth  was   the  theatre  of  the  laft  of  thefc 
contefts  J  which,  though  they  might  draw  attention 
to  the  queftions  controverted  between   the  parties, 
and  lead  fome  pcrfons  to  enquiry,  unhappily  tended 
more  to  inflame  the  pafHons  of  the  difputants,  and 
to   excite   an  eagernefs  for  viftory,  than  to  eh'cit 
the   truih.      This   difputation   was   holdcn,    with 
Tiis    Majefty's    licence,    on   February    22,     1698. 
The   difputants   on   the  fide   of  the  Psedobaptifts 
were  Mr.  Samuel  Chandler,   of  Fareham,  and  Mr. 
Leigh,  of  Newport ;   and  Mr.  Robinfon,   of  Hun- 
gcrford,    was   their    moderator.        The   miniftcrs 
who    advocated    the     principles    of    the  Bapiifts 
were  Dr.  William  Ruflel,  of  London ;   Mr.  John 
Williams,    of    Eaft-Knoyle ;    and   the   moderator, 
Mr.  John  Sharp,  of  Frome.     The  difputation  was 
conduftcd  in  the  old  mode  of  the  fchools  by  fyllo- 
gifras.     Two  queftions  came  under  difcuifion  in  this 
debate.     Firft,  "  Whether  according  to  the  com- 
•'  miflion  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jefus  Chrift,  adult 
•*  believers  are  the  only  proper  fubjefts  of  ^^/^//.r;;;, 
**  and   not  infants  F*      Secondly,   "  Whether  the 
^'  ordinance  of  baptism,  as  appointed  by  Chrift,  is 
^*  to  be  adminiftered  by  dippingj  plunging,  or  over* 
*'  whelniing  only,  and  no  otherwife  V*     It  began  at 
ten  in  the  morning,  and  lafted  till  between  the  hours 
of  fix  and  feven  in  the  evening  \  when  after  much 
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advanced  on  boih  fides  about  words  to  no  profit^ 
and  fo  as  to  create  a  confufed  jangling  and  noife, 
Mr  Williams,  a  prefbytcrian  minifter,  as  were  all 
the  Pagdobaptift  difputants,  faid  he  thought  there 
had  been  little  faid  to  the  purpofc.  To  whom  Dr. 
Ruflel  replied,  "  Mr.  Williams,  I  think  there  hath 
^^  been  a  great  deal  faid,  more  than  hath  been  aa- 
**  fwered ;  but  if  you  are  not  fatisfied,  we  will  wave 
^'  all  that  hath  been  faid,  and  I  will  difpute  it  over 
*^  with  you  de  novo**  Mr.  Williams,  with  a  flirug,- 
declined  this  challenge,  faying  he  was  not  well. 
Upon  which  it  was  judged  proper  to  clofe  the  dif- 
putation.  Each  party  having  addrefled  the  governor 
and  mayor  with  their  thanks  for  the  civility  fhewtt 
to  them,  Mr.  Leigh  concluded  with  prayer^  and 
difmiffed  the  affembly.  One  of  the  public  prints, 
called  the  Poftman,  on  the  25th  of  February,  de- 
clared the  victory  to  be  on  the  fide  of  the  Paedo- 
baptifts;  and  charged  Dr.  RuffcU  with  employing 
^11  the  fubclety  and  fophiftry  of  the  fchools  in  the 
management  of  the  argument  againft  infant  baptifm. 
From  this  charge  it  was  inferred  that  he  handled  the 
fubjefts  of  debate  with  the  dexterity  of  an  able 
^  difputant,  and  prefled  his  opponents  with  no  mean 
and  contemptible  arguments.  A  partial  account  of 
it,  accompanied  with  mifreprefentations  and  unhand- 
fome  rcfleftions,  appeared  in  the  "  Flying  Poft*'  of 
the  lit  of  April.  It  was  an  inftance  of  difmgenuous 
or  uncandid  conduft  in  the  fcribe  of  the  Paedobapi 
tifts,  that  when  the  fcribe  on  the  fide  of  the  baptUlf 
weiit  tp  pfopofe  coippstring  with  him  their  refpc^fc 
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minutes,  he  refufed  it ;  and  no  applications  could 
procure  from  him  even  a  fight  of  his  papers :  he 
pleaded  that  his  copy  was  very  imperfcA,  as  he  had 
never  before  been  engaged  in  fuch  an  office.  Dr. 
Ruflel  fubmitted  to  the  judgment  of  the  public  the 
decifion  on  which  fide  the  viftory  lay,  by  giving  the 
difputation  from  the  prcfs,  in  a  traft,  entitled,  "  A 
•*  true  Narrative  of  the  Portfmouth  Difputation^ 
*•  between  fome  Miniftcrs  of  the  Prejbyterians  and 
**  others  of  the  Bapiiji  perfuafion,  concerning  the 
**  fubjefts  and  manner  of  Baptifm.**t  About  three 
months  afterwards,  the  Paedobaptifts  publiflied  their 
own  account  of  it;  which  they  confcffed  was 
imperfeft,  and  in  which  others  dctcfted  fcveral  infcN 
lions,  tranfpofitions,  falfifications,  and  additions. 

About  this  time  Mr.  Pilkington,  a  Benediftine 
monk,  renounced  popery,  and  embraced  proieftant- 
ifm  under  the  form  of  profcffion  obfcrved  by  the 
baptifts.  This  event,  by  its  unufual  and  lingular 
nattire,  may  be  fuppofed  at  the  time  to  have  created 
an  interefl  in  the  public  mind,  and  to  have  called  the 
attention  of  men  to  the  denomination  of  chriftians, 
to  which,  under  fo  remarkable  a  change  of  fenti- 
ments  and  religious  profeffion,  Mr.  Pilkington  joined 
himfelf ;  knd  on  thefe  grounds  may  have  a  claim  to 
be  noticed  in  this  hiftory.  His  education  at  firft  was 
conduced  by  fome  Romifh  emiffaries  in  England; 
imder  whbfe  tuition  he  fpent  five  years  and  a  half. 
The  proficiency  which  he  had  made  in  an  acquaints 
ance  with  the  principles  of  the  catholic  faith  during 

fThis  narrative  is  prefervcd  by  Crofby}  vol.  iii.  p,  3x4— '353^ 
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that  period,  induced  the  friends  of  it  to  fend  him  to 
the  Englifli  feminary  at  Lifbon,  to  perfeA  his  qua* 
lifications  for  fuftaining  the  character  of  a  mii&onary* 
Here  he  fpent  three  years  and  upwards,  imbibing 
erroneous  notions  concerning  proteftantifm,  and 
almoft  infupcrable  prejudices  againft  it.  Regarding 
it  as  a  dangerous  herefy,  more  effectually  to  fecure 
himfelf  from  being  drawn  into  it,  he  refolred  to 
relinquifh  the  defign  of  becoming  a  mifEonary  pried, 
and  to  betake  himfelf  to  a  religious  (late.  With 
this  view  he  made  intereft  with  the  monks  of  a 
certain  order,  and  obtained  their  confent  to  be  ad- 
mitted to  their  habit.  When  the  prefidcnt  of  the 
college  heard  of  it,  unwilling  to  lofe  one  of  his  flock, 
and  fearing  that  Mr.  Pilkington's  friends,  who 
defigned  him  for  other  ends,  would  refent  the  ftep, 
he  put  a  (lop  to  the  dellgn  by  frequent  applications 
to  the  Pope's  nuncio.  The  difappointmcnt  created 
great  animofities  between  the  two  religious  houfes ; 
and  fo  exafperated  the  mind  of  the  young  candidate 
for  the  habit  of  a  monk,  that  he  rcfufed  obedience 
to  the  conftitutions  of  the  college ;  and  though  he 
had  no  doubt  but  that  his  conduft  would  highly 
difguft  his  friends,  he  requeftcd  a  difmifSon  from 
it,  in  order  to  return  to  England. 

In  this  ftatc  of  his  mind  he  refolved  to  fcarch  into 
the  doarines  of  the  church  of  England,  under  a 
fanguine  hope,  that  if  he  could  perfuade  himfelf  of 
the  poiGbllity  of  falvation  out  of  the  church  of 
Rome,  he  ihould  meet  in  England  with  other  friends 
to   maincain  him  at  one  of  the  univerfities.    In 


518  HISTORY  OF   THE  C.   Ill* 

purfuance  of  this  refolurion  he  communicated  his 
intentions  to  Mr.  Colbatch,  chaplain  of  the  Ehgfifti' 
feftory,  with  whom  he  had  converfcd  feveral  times 
on  controverted  points  in  religion,  and  reqnefted  his 
recommendation  to  fome  of  the  clergy  in  England. 
This  gentleman  favoured  his  views  by  writing  to  the 
Bifliop  of  Salifbury*s  chaplain,  whom,  on  his  arrival 
at  London,  he  unfortunately  found  out  of  townf 
but  on  applying  to  fome  other  clergymen  he  was 
introduced  to  the  Archbifliop  of  Canterbury. 

The  encouragement  and  patronage  afForded  him 
at  thisjunfture  fo  diffipated  his  fears  and  animated 
his  intentions,  as  todifpel  for  the  prefcnt  all  apprc- 
henfions  for  his  fouPs  future  ftate  ;  and  fafcinated 
by  the  rifing  hopes  of  preferment,  he  forgot  the 
refolution  he  had  made  of  not  forfaking  the  Romifh 
communion  till  he  was  convinced  of  the  pofEbility 
of  falvation  out  of  it.  Under  this  (hort  retreat  of 
prejudice,  and  led  away  by  feducing  profpefts, 
though  he  had  fcarcely  begun  the  fearch  after  truth, 
he  thought  he  had  found  it,  and  was  hafly  to  poffefs 
it.  Upon  requefting  to  take  orders  in  the  church 
hewasfent  to  Oxford.  Here  his  former  prejudices 
revived  ;  doubts  and  frruples  to  the  difadvantage  of 
proteftantifm  arofe  in  his  mind ;  vain  were  his 
attempts  to  ftifle  thefe  thoughts ;  the  civilities^ 
he  received  at  the  univerfity,  though  far  above  his 
expeftations,  were  bands  too  weak  to  attach  him 
to  the  place;  the  preferments  promifcd  to  him, 
though  confiderable,  could  not  afford  peace  to  his 
mind.    Having  fpent  four  terms  in  the  univerfity. 
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he  returned  to  the  church  of  Rome.  On  his  re- 
admiilion  into  that  communion,  he  fubmitted  to  the 
penance  of  a  pilgrimage  from  London  to  Holy- Well 
in  Wales,  on  foot,  and  by  begging.  After  eighteen 
months,  peace  being  concluded  with  France,  he  was 
admitted  to  the  habit  of  a  Benediiiine  monk  in  the 
Engliftimonafteryof  St.  Edmund  in  Paris;  in  which 
he  continued  nearly  a  year. 

In  this  place  new  views  were  prefented  to  his 
mind ;  and  his  temporary  connection  with  this  reli- 
gious order,  eventually  led  him  to  be  in  reality,  what 
he  had  been  before  but  in  effigy,  a  protejlant.  The 
reprefentations  which .  he  had  read,  and  the  reports 
which  he  had  heard  of  the  profeffors  of  this  faitb^ 
infpired  him  with  an  unufual  curiofity  to  obferve, 
and  narrowly  to  infpeft,  their  praftices.  The  poft 
of  fecretary  to  the  convent,  which  on  account  of 
the  great  age  of  the  fecretary  he  fupplied,  afforded 
him  favourable  and  peculiar  opportunities  of  noticing 
the  manners  of  the  houfe.  All  things,  to  his  great 
furprize,  ran  counter  to  his  expeftations.  The 
whole  family  he  difcovered  was  divided  into  fa£lions 
and  parties;  ambition,  pride,  and  felf-love  marked 
the  charafters  and  deportment  of  the  individuals  of 
the  order  j  inftead  of  hofpitality  and  real  poverty, 
nothing  was  to  be  feen  but  infatiable  avarice  and 
third  after  riches.  In  the  place  of  boafted  tempc* 
ranee,  exccfs  and  gluttony,  to  avoid  public  fcandal„ 
were  praftised  in  private :  and  inftead  of  refcrved 
and  abftemious  manners,  the  general  and  other. 
ftiperiors  had    their    parties  of    young    females. 
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whom  they  regaled  with  wines  and  luxuries,  in 
.a  clofe  chapel  of  the  church.  The  obedience  of  the 
order  appeared  mod  in  obeying  their  own  unbridled 
lufts  and  paffions.  In  a  word,  "  it  fecmed  to  mc, 
he  declares,  "  their  chief  ftudy  was,  which  of  them 
**  fliould  be  moft  wicked  at  home,  and  yet  be  thought 
**  the  mod  holy  abroad  ;  that  is  to  fay,  who  (hould 
**  moft  genteelly  play  the  hypocrite." 

Though  thefe  prafticcs  and  examples  raifed  his 
difguft,  and  expofed  him  to  great  temptations,  yet 
the  attachment  to  a  monaftic  life  which  he  ftill  re- 
tained, inclined  him  to  believe  that  he  could  live 
up  to  the  rules  of  the  order,  though  very  fevcre, 
which  others  allowed  themfelves  the  liberty  of 
breaking.  This  coniideration  had  almoft  determined 
him  to  continue  in  this  connexion,  when  taking  a 
bible  into  his  hands,  he  caft  his  eyes  on  the  2 2d 
verfe  of  the  9th  chapter  of  the  firft  epiftle  to  the 
Corinthians — "  I  therefore  fo  run,  not  as  uncertainly ; 
"  fo  fight  I,  not  as  one  that  beateth  the  air.**  This 
paffage,  the  impreffion  of  which  on  his  mind  was 
Ilrengthened  by  another  that  occurred  to  his 
thoughts,  from  the  12th  verfe  of  the  ift  chapter  of 
Ifaiah,  viz.  "  Who  hath  required  thefe  things  at 
"  your  hands  ?'*  produced  various  doubts  and  ap- 
.  prehenfions  in  his  mind,  and  an  agitation  which  per- 
mitted him  to  take  little  reft  day  or  night.  After 
frequent  contcfts  with  hirafclf  for  and  againft  the 
cxercife  of  thofe  mortifications  and  aufterities  which 
the  rules  of  the  houfc  enjoined,  he  began  to  refleft 
on  the  reafonablenefs  and  weight  of  Chrift's  deola- 
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ration,  •*  When  ye  (hall  have  done  all  thofe  things 

*'  which  are  commanded  you,  fay  we  are  unprofitable  . 

*'  fervants:'*  another  of  the  Apoftle  Paul, "  That  the 

^*  fufFerings  of  this  prefent  time  are  not  worthy  to  be 

^*  compared  to  the  glory  that  (hall  be  revealed  in  us," 

alfo  much  affefied  him*     The  train  of  his  thoughts 

led  him  to  a  conviAion  that  the  Romifh  dodrine  of 
merit,  and  the  cflSicacy  of  works  of  fupcrerogation, 

was  highly  derogatory  to  the  honour  of  Chrift. 
When  he  witncffcd  the  cxpreffions  of  the  far  greater 
veneration  paid  to  the  Virgin  Mary  than  to  her 
Son,  by  pulling  off  their  hoods,  by  kneeling  down, 
and  by  lighting  the  candles  on  the  altar  when  they, 
fang  anthems  to  her,  (praffices  not  obferved  in 
other  parts  of  the  fervice,)  he  was  perfuaded  that 
their  faints'  worfhip  fell  under  the  fame  cenfure. 
As  his  former  prejudices  yielded  to  the  fpiric  of 
enquiry,  ihefe  and  other  difcoveries  concerning  the 
practices  and  principles  of  the  Roman  Catholic  reli- 
gion led  him  to  examine  all  its  other  dodrines. 
Therefult  of  this  inveftigation  was  a  convidion  that 
the  greateft  part  of  them  was  repugnant  to  the  word 
of  God  ;  and  he  refle^led  with  great  aflonifliment 
that  he  had  not  fooner  difcerned  the  errors  and 
fuperftitions  of  the  Catholic  church,  which  he  now 
began  to  look  on  as  abominations* 

To  fortify  bis  mind  againft  any  temptations  to  a 
fecond  relapfe,  he  formed  a  £rm,  deliberate  refolution 
to  (hut  his  eyes  againft  all  doSrines  that  could  not 
be  plainly  proved  from  the  fcriptures;  and  laying 
afidc  all  motive??  of  intcreft,  to  join  in  communion 
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with  that'ehurch,  whofe  opinions  and  worfliip  (hould, 
on  examination,  appear  to  hitn  mod  conformable  to 
them.  In'purfaance  of  thefe  purpofes  he  returned 
to  England ;  he  attended  on  the  fermons  of  the  derg]^ 
of  the  eftablifiied  church,  and  of  the  difleaiiqg^ 
miniflers  of  different  denominations ;  he  candi4l]F  and 
ferioufi/  read  their  publications;  an4  peruiedwiith^ 
particular  attention  the  thirty-nine  articles  of .  the 
church  of  England,  not  without  a  wi(h  to  find  them, 
m  all  points  fo  agreeable,  in  his  judgment,  to  the 
fcriptures,  that  he  might  with  fatisfadion  to  himfeU 
have  fat  down  in  that  communion,  in  which  he  would 
have  rejoiced.  But  infuperable  objeftioas  offered 
themfelves  to  his  mind.  He  could  not  affdm  to  t^ 
34th  article,  on  the  traditions  of  the  church ;  noi^ 
the  35th  article,  of  homilies ;  nor  to  the  36!th,  of 
confecration  of  bilhops  and  miniflers.  He  could 
not  admit  the  claim  advanced  in  the  2Qth  article^ 
that  the  church  hath  power  to  decree  rites  aad 
ceremonies,  and  authority  in  controverfies  of  faith* 
He  alfo  could  not  agree  with  the  claufe  relative  to 
infant  baptifm,  in  the  27th  article.  On  thefe 
grounds  he  defired  to  be  admitted  into  the  commu* 
nion  of  the  Baptifts,  whofe  do£lrine  and  worfliip,  in 
his  judgment,  came  neareft  to  the  holy  fcriptures.f 
Mr.  Pilkington  was  baptized  by  the  Rev.  John 
Piggott,  minifter  of  the  congregation  in  Little  Wylde- 
ftreet,  Lincoln*s-Inn  fields ;  who,  on  the  occafion, 
firft  addrcffed  him  in  the  prefence  of  the  church, 
and  before  a  numerous  auditory,    with  a  folemi 

t  Croiby>  yoL  iv«  Appendix,  No.  iu 
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charge  to  "  fpeak  nothing  but  the  truth**  in  declaring* 
the  change  of  his  fentimcnts,  and  ftaiirig  the  grounds, 
and   motives  of    his   conduft:    he   alfo   carneftl^ 
bcfpoke  a  candid  and  impartial  attentibn  from  the 
auditory  to  the  account  which  they  were  to  receive''^ 
from  Mr,  Pilkington,   of  the  manner  and  means  of 
his  conviftion,  and  of  the  reafdns  which  induced  him 
to  withdraw  from  the  worfliip  and  communion  of 
the  church  of  Rome.     This  was  done  by  his  reading 
a  narrative,   fr'om  which   the  preceding  hiftory  is' 
drawn.     He  then  in   a  folemn  recantation  profcffed 
his- full  conviftion  of  all  the  palpable  errors,  corrup- 
tions, and  novelties  of  the  church  of  Rome,  both  in' 
doftrine  and  practice ;  and  his  utter  abjuration  of 
the  fame  with   great  abhorrence  and    deteftation, 
particularly  its  tenets  concerning^  the  infallibility  and 
fapremacy  of  the  bilhbp  or  church  of   Rome,  as 
grofsly  intrenching  on  the  prerogatives  of  God.§ 

^hefe  afts  in  the  proceedings  of  the  occafion  fhew 
that  due  caution  and  deliberation  were  excrcifed  on 
it,  and  that  a  zeal  for  profelytifm  did  not  betray  the 
Bapiifts  into  a  negleft  of  obtaining  fatisfaftion  con- 
cerning the  fincerity  of  the  convert,  and  the  intelli- 
gence and  judgment  with  which  he  afted. 

In  September,  1701,  King  James  died  at  St. 
Germain's  in  France,  above  twelve  years  after  his 
exile,  and  after  frequent  unfuccefsful  attempts  tp 
regain  the  crown.  On  this  the  French  king,  con- 
trary to  the  advice  of  his  miniflry,  proclaimed  the 
pretended  Prince  of  Wales  king  of  England ;  and 

S  Crofby,  vol.iii.  p.  353>4>5  5  vol.  ir.  ut  fupra. 

Y  2 
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exerted  his  intereft  with  other  courts,  in  which  he 
had  miniftcrs,  to  engage  their  princes  to  own  him 
in  the  fame  charafter.  This  conduft  of  Lewis  XIV. 
gave  univerfal  dirgud*  King  William  looked  upon 
it  as  an  open  violation  of  the  treaty  of  Ryfwick  ; 
the  nation  felt  high  indignation  at  feeing  a  foreign 
power,  with  which  it  was  then  ait  peace,  pretend  to^ 
declare  who  ought  to  fit  on  the  £ngli(h  throne ;  an4 
expreiled  their  refentment  in  numerous  addrefles  to- 
the  king  of  their  own  choice  from  all  parts  of  the 
kingdom.  The  Baptid  minifters  in  and  about  the 
city  of  LontJoD,  as  a  diftinft  body,  followed  their 
fellow-fuhjeds  in  thefe  teftimonies  of  loyalty  and 
affc6^ion.  Their  addrefs  was  prefented  to  his 
Majefty  at  Hampton-Court,  on  Dec.  21,  by  Mr. 
Stennct^  introduced  by  the  Right  Honourable  the 
£ail  of  Peterborough.  In  this  addrefs,  befides 
general  declarations  of  attachment  to  the  king,  and 
of  folicitude  for  the  fettlement  of  the  fucccffion  to 
the  throne  in  the  protcftant  line,  they  delivered  their, 
f^ntiments  on  the  particular  objcft  of  the  addrefs  in  • 
the  following  manner  ;  fpcaking  for  thcmfelves  and 
for  their  feveral  congregations,  they  faid,  ''  As  we  ^ 
*'  cannot  forget  what  difficulties  and  dangers  your 
Majefty  has  generoufly  encountered  and  glorioufly 
overcome,  in  delivering  and  proicfting  thefe 
*'  kingdoms  from  popery  and  arbitrary  power,  fo 
**  we  conceive  a  juft  indignation  againft  the  late  per- 
*'  fidious  and  prcfumptuous  conduft  of  the  French 
"  king ;  who,  not  content  to  enflave  and  pcrfecutc 
•'  his  own  people,  afpires  to  give  kings  and  laws  to 
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*^  Other  nations,  and  has  taken  upon  him  to  own  and 
**  declare  the  pretended  Prince  of  Wales  to  be  king 
"  of  thefe  realms,  of  which  your  Majefty  is  the  only 
**  lawful  and  rightful  fovcreign,*^* 

Mr.  Stennet,  about  this  time,  appeared  alfo  as  the 
advocate  of  the  whole  body  with  which  he  was 
conneAed,  by  defending  their  difcriminating  opinion 
and  practice  in  religion  from  the  prcfs.  They  were 
attacked  in  a  work,  entitled  *'  Fundamentals  without 
**  a  foundation,  or  a  true  piAure  of  the  Anabaptifts/* 
by  David  Ruflen.  The  defign  of  this  treatife  was 
not  only  to  controvert,  but  to  reproach  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Baptifts.  Mr.  Stennet  replied  to  this 
writer,  without  difcovering  the  leaft  appearance  of 
anger  or  refentment,  in  an  eafy  and  pleafant  drain, 
with  much  learning  and  folid  reafoning,  mixed  with 
fine  turns  of  wit,  which  were  natural  to  him.f 

While  the  Baptifts  derived  their  denomination 
irom  one  common  principle  concerning   the  nature 
and  defign  of  baptifm,  there  was  a  variety  of  fenti- 
tnent  amongft  them  on   feveral  theological  points. 
Which  gave  birth  to  different  fefis ;  particularly  two 
on  dodlrinal  opinions,  diftinguifhed  by  the  denomi-^ 
nation  of  Particular  and  General  Baptifts.     The 
former  were  underftood  to  coincide  in  their   fcnii- 
ments  with  Calvin ;  particularly  on   the  doftrine  of 
abfolute  and  perfonal  or  individual  eleftion.     The 
latter,  or  General  Baptifts,  entertained  thofe  views 
of  the  divine  decrees,  and  of  the  extent  of  the  fcheme 
of  falvatiout  which  had  been  advanced  and  defendcc| 
♦  Crofty,  ToJ.  iiui.p.  35  7t  ^»       t  Wcm,  p-  3^9t 
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by  Arminius  and  his  adherents,  and  embraced  the 
doftrine  of  general  redemption.  Among  each  of 
thefc  denominations  there  were  fome  congtegations 
who  derived  the  difcriminatingnameof  S^^^^tor/^w/ 
from  their  religious  obfervance  of  the  fevcnrh  day 
of  the  week,  as  a  day  of  reft  and  focial  worfhip,  in 
conformity  to  the  fourth  commandment,  which  they 
confidered  as  obligatory  on  Chriftians.  •  Mr.  Francis 
Barapfield,  a  ftudent  in  Wadham  college,  Oxford, 
and  ejeded  from  Sherborne  in  Dorfetftiire,  formed 
a  church  after  this,  at  Pinner's  hall  in  London,  oa 
the  fabbatarian  principle,  of  which  he  was  a  zealous 
affcrton*  The  Baptifts  of  thefe  diflferent  claflVs 
obferved,  in  general,  the  fame  rules  of  church  go- 
vernment as  the  other  proteftant  diflenters;  except 
that  they  admitted  none,  at  that  period,  to  commu- 
nion with  them  in  the  Lord's  Supper,  who  had  not 
made  the  perfonal  profefEon  of  the  chriftian  faith  by 
immerfion^  Of  latter  years  fome  of  their  congrega- 
tions have  relaxed  their  difcipline  in  this  refpeft, 
and  allow  of  mixed  communion;  and  receive  to  the 
Lord's  Supper  thofe  who  differ  from  them  on  the 
queftions  concerning  baptifra;  afting  on  this  princi- 
ple, that  Chrift  only  is  our  matter,  and  tha,t  every  man 
muft,  from  the  fincere  and  impartial  ftudy  of  the  New 
Teftament,  form  his  judgment  on  the  chriftian  doc- 
trine and  inftitutions  of  thegofpel,  and  not  from  an 
implicit  or  carelefs  deference  to  the  ideas  and  notions 
of  other  men, 

♦  See  the  Author's  edition  of  N^*s  Hiftory  of  the  Paritan^ 
VpK  iv.  p*  $iO|  6i;i  and  not^  t* 
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The  Baptifts  had,  and  in  fome  parts  of  the  king- 
dom ftill  continue,  an  6ffice 'peculiar  to  themfelves : 
it  is  that  of  meffcngers,  or  angels  of  the  churches ; 
ufing  the  word  in  its  original  primary  fenfc.     They 
are  looked  upon  as  fuperior  in  rank  and  dignity  to 
common  paftors.     To  this   office  is   attached  the 
power  of    vifiting  the  churches  through   certain 
appointed    diftri^ts,    containing,    perhaps,    feveral 
counties.     At  ordinations,  if  one  of  thefe  angels  or 
meffengers  be  prcfcnt,  he  ordains  by  laying  on  his 
own  hands  only}    and   thus    qualifies  the  perfoa 
ordained  to  be  a  meffenger,  wherever  he  is  chofen 
to  that  office*     But  if  the  perfons  eleded  to  it  have 
received  ordination  only  from  common  paftors,  he 
mud   be  ordained  again  by  one  or  more  of  thofe 
angels,  before  he  can  himfelf  vlQ.  in  that  capacity* 
The  moft  able,  ufeful,  and  aftive  minifters  are  eleftcd 
to  vifit  the  churches,  and  to  exercife  a  kind   of 
general   fuperintendency  under   that  name.     It   is. 
apprehended  that  Titus,   Timothy,  and   Sylvanus 
were  meffengers  in  the  carlieft  times  of  chriftiauity. 
They  reft   the  origin  add  authority  of  the  office, 
particularly  on  the apoftolicdeclaration^  aCon  viii..3, 
**  Whether  any  do  enquire  of  Titus,  he  is  my  partner 
•*  and  fellow-helper  concerning  you;  or  our  brethren 
**  be  enquired   of,  they  are  the  meffengers  of  the 
*'  churches,  and  the  glory  of  Chrift.*'J     On  fuch. 
grounds  they   argued   for   the  jus  divinum  of  th^ 

t  Crofby,  toI.  iii.  p.  473  ;  Thompfon*s  MS.  Colle<5Hons.  penes 
me,  vol.  i.  article  Bofton  in  Lincolnfhire  5  Everlhed's  Sermon,  en«- 
totled,  "  The  Meffengers'  Miffion,"  preached  at  Canterbury  at  the 
ordination  of  meffengers^  July  a9th,  X783* 
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meflenger^s  office.  The  Baptifts  had  alio,. amongft 
fomc  of  their  churches,  'the  ouftom  of  receiving  into 
their  community  newly-baptized  perfons  by  impofi* 
tion  of  hands,  as  a  tradition  and  pra£^ice  derived 
from  the  apoftles,  and  as  an  early  and  invariable 
method  of  admitting  members  into  the  church  of 
Chrift ;  this  cuftom  they  reckon  one  of  the  fix  fun- 
damentals or  "  principles  of  the  doflrine  of  Chrift," 
enumerated  Heb.  vi.  l,  a. 

From  this  furvey  of  the  general  hiftory  of  the 
Baptifts  during  the  period  between  the  Revolution 
and  the  death  of  King  Williani,  pur  plan  leads  us  to 
notice  thofe  individuals  who,  at  that  time,  appear 
to  have  been  particularly  efteemed  and  regarded  by 
them  as  men  of  talents  and  influence. 
:  Amongft  thefe  w^s  Mr.  ff^illiam  fCiffin^  who  begaa 
his  miniftry  with  the  Independents  ;  but  afterwards 
takiqg  ji  part  in  the  ponferences  that  were  held  in 
(the  congregation  of  Mr.  Henry  Jefley,  when  the 
majority  of  them  adopted  the  fentiraeats  of  the 
Baptifts,*  Mr.  Kiffin  at  that  time  changed  his  opi- 
nion, and  joined  himfelf  to  the  church  of  Mr.  Johp 
Spilft)ury.  A  difference  arofe  between  them  about 
permitting  an  individual  to  preach  to  them,  who 
had  not  been  initiated  into  the  chriftian  church 
by  immerfion ;  as  if  the  confcientious  omiffion,  on 
one  fide,  of  a  right  confidered  as  an  inftitution  of 
Chrift  by  the  other  party,  could  vitiate  the  func- 
tions of  the  minifter :  or  as  if  a  mutual  indulgence 
;o  the  di6^ates  of  confcience  could  be  a  criminal 

•         f  gee  Nc^,  vol.  iii.  p.  ^17. 
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connivance  at  error.  On  this  point  thefe  good  men 
parted,  but  to  their  credit  tbey  kept  up  a  frieiidlr 
correfpondence.  Mr.  Kiffin  became  the  paftor  of 
abaptid  congregation  in  Dcvonfhire-fquare, London. 
After  the  Reftoration  he  had  great  influence  at  court, 
both  with  the  King,  and  Chancellor  Hyde ;  and 
poffefling  opulencei  is  reported  to  have  fupplied  hit 
Majefty,  on  prefling  emergencies,  with  a  prefcnt  of 
ten  thoufand  pounds.  He  improved  his  intereft 
with  the  king  to  obtain  an  order  for  the  examination, 
in  council,  of  a  fcurrilous  and  malignant  pamphlet, 
meant  to  defame  the  Baptifls,  entitled  ^^  Baxter 
^*  baptized  in  blood."*  Another  efFeft  of  bk 
influence  was  the  pardon  of  twelve  baptifts,  who 
were  condemned  to  death  at  Aylefbury,  for  refufing 
to  conform  to  the  edabliflied  churchy  under  a  claufe 
in  the  conventicle  aft  of  the  35th  of  Queen  Eli* 
zabeth,  by  the  juftices  of  the  county  at  a  quarter 
fefllons :  a  proceeding  which  furprized  the  kidg, 
who  could  fcarcely  believe  that  any  law  to  juftify 
putting  his  fubjefts  to  death  for  religion  only  could 
be  in  force.f  Mr.  JCiffin  himfelf  had,  in  the  time  of 
the  Commonwealth,  been  profecuted  under  thci 
ordinance  of  Parliament,  enafted,  with  a  defigncd 
reference  to  Mr.  Riddle,  for  punifliing  blafphemies 
and  herefies.  On  the  12th  July  1655,  he  was  fum- 
moned  before  the  Lord-Mayor,  and  charged  with 
a  breach  of  this  ordinance,  by  preaching  that  *'  the 
?*  bapiifm  of  infants  was  unlawful.**  That  magiftrato 

•  See  Neal,  vol.  iv.  p.  477.. 
t  Crofbyi  yoJ.  ii.  p.  x8i|  and  vol.  iii»  p*  jf^ 
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being  bufy,  the  execution  of  the  penalty  incurred 
was  referred  to  the  following  Monday.*  The  ioflu* 
ence  ^hich  he  had  at  Court,  indead  of  abafhing 
malignity,  provoked  it^  and  increafed  the  number  of 
his  enemies,  and  they  formed  a  defign  upon  his 
Kfe;  which  coming  to  his  knowledge  by  a  letter 
that  was  intercepted,  he  was  fo  happy  as  to  efcape. 
He  and  Mr.  Knollys  advocated  the  principles  of  the 
Baptifts  againfl  Dr«  Grew  and  Dr.  Bryan,  in  a 
difputation  held  at  Coventry ;  in  which  both  fides 
claimed  the  vi6bory,  but  which  was  conduf^ed  with 
good  temper  and  great  moderation,  and  clofed  with* 
out  any  diminution  of  friendly  regards.  Mr.  KifEn 
lived  to  be  very  old,  and  preached  to  the  lad.  He 
was  a  man  of  confiderable  parts,  had  learning,  and 
was  an  acute  difputant.  It  is  a  fign  of  his  weight,  and 
of  the  eftimation  in  which  he  was  held  by  the  reli- 
gious and  political  communities,  that  he  was  one  of 
the  five  baptifts,  who  were  made  aldermen  by  King 
James  II.  when  he  deprived  the  city  of  London 

of  its  charter.f 

Another  individual,  who  obtained  didin^tion  among 
the  baptids  of  that  day,  and  was  the  author  of  a 
Treatife  in  4to.  on  the  fubjeft  of  baptifm,  was  Mr. 
Tb&mas  Patient^  who  began  his  Boinidry  among  the 
Independents  in  New  England  ;  but  by  his  own  re- 
fie£tions  in  reading  the  fcriptures,  was  led  to  con* 
elude  that  infant  baptifm  had  no  foundation  in 
them.  This  change  of  fchtiments  provoked  the 
rcfentment  of  his  brethren,  and  expofed  him  to  much 

*  Crofbyi  ToL  i«  p.  aij*        t  Id.  vol.  iii«  p.  j^,  4,  54 
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fnflerlng,  and  which  induced  him  to  emigrate  ta 
England  ;  where  he  became  co-paftor  with  Mr.- 
William  KifEn.  He  accompanied  General  Fleets 
wood  to  Ireland,  and  fettled  there  ;  and  after  Dr» 
Winter  was  removed  by  the  General,  ufually  preached 
in  the  Cathedral.  The  intereft  of  the  baptifts  was 
much  advanced  by  his  labours  in  that  kingdom,  and 
he  is  thought  to  have  formed  the  baptifl  church  at 
Cloughkeating  ;  which  in  the  year  1740  confided  of 
between  two  or  three  hundred  members,  united  ia 
one  communion,  though  fome  were  of  the  general 
and  others  of  the  particular  perfuafion.  This  church 
was  implicated  in  the  profecutions  which  followed 
the  fuppreffion  of  Monmouth's  infurreftion;  and  the 
minifter  and  all  the  members  were  tried  for  their 
lives.  The  foreman  of  the  jury  fwore,  before  he 
went  into  the  court,  that  he  would  not  leave  it  till 
he  had  brought  them  all  in  guilty:  a  rafli  and  pro-* 
fane  way  of  preju4ging  a  caufe.  As  foon  as  he 
entered  the  court  he  died :  and  the  reft  of  the  jurj 
acquitted  them.*     ^ 

There  did  not  arife  among  this  denominatiou  of 
chriftians  a  more  remarkable  charadler,  in  many  re* 
fpefts,  than  Mr.  John  Bunyan\  who  was  born  of 
honed  but  poor  parents,  at  EHtow  in  Bedfordlhire, 
in  1628.  His  father  was  a  tinker:  his  education 
confided  only  in  being  taught  to  read  and  write ; 
and  after  he  was  grown  up,  he  followed  his  father's 
occupation.  In  1645  he  ferved  as  a  foldier  in  the 
Parliament's  army  at  the  fiege  of  Leiceden    In  his 

*  Cro(by>  vol.  iii.  p.  43* 
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youth  he  was  very  vicious,  and  greatly  corrupted 
the  manners  of  his  young  companions.  He  became 
at  length  a  thoughtful  and  pious  man.  Different 
incidents  feem  to  have  awakened  the  principle  of 
confcience  in  his  bread,  and  to  have  led  him  into 
deep,  ferious,  and  penitent  rcfleftions.  The  reproof 
of  a  woman,  a  notorioufly  wicked  character,  ad* 
drefled  to  him  with  {harpnefs,  when  he  was  curfmg 
andfwearing  in  a  vehement  manner,  and  reproaching 
htm  as  able  to  fpoii  all  the  youth  in  the  town,  filled 
htm  with  (hame,  and  determined  him  to  refrain  from 
that  profane  praAice.  An  accidental  converfation 
with  a  poor  man  on  religion  induced  him  to  apply 
himfclf  to  reading  the  fcriptures  ;  which  was  fol- 
lowed  by  fuch  a  reformation,  both  in  his  words  and 
life,  that  the  change  in  his  manners  filled  his  neig^^ 
bours  with  aftoniihment,  and  converted  their  former 
cenfures  of  his  conduct  into  commendation  and 
praife.  A  cafual  conference  alfo  with  four  poor 
women,  into  whofe  company  he  fell  at  Bedford,  on 
the  fuhjeft  of  the  new  birth,  left  very  ferious  im- 
preflions  on  his  mind.  He  himfelf,  it  appears, 
afcribed  his  converfion,  principally,  or  in  the  firft 
inftance,  to  a  fudden  voice  from  Heaven,  faying, 
**  Will  thou  leave  thy  fins,  and  go  to  heaven;  or  have 
*^  thy  fins,  and  go  to  hell  ?'*  and  accoftihg  him  when 
he  was  at  play  with  his  companions.  This  excited 
fuch  an  aftoniflimenr,  that  he  immediately  left  his 
fport,  and  looking  up  to  heaven,  whence  the  voice 
fecmed  to  come,  he  thought  he  faw  the  Lord  Jefus 
looking  down  upon  him  and  threateniqg  him  with 
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fomcgricvous  puniihracnt  for  his  irreligious praSiccs^' 
This  foppofcd  phatnomenon  indicated  a  ftate  of  mind: 
previoufly  much  agitated  and  afFefted  with  confcious 
guilt,  aided  by  the  force  and  vivacity  of  an  imagU 
nation  ftrongly  tindured  with  cnthufiafm,  of  the  ia^' 
fluence  of  which  his  hiftory  affords  various  indances; 
for  on  other  and  future  occafions  he  conceived  that, 
he  faw  v'fions  and  heard  voices  from  heaven.     The 
turn  of  his  thoughts,  and  the  natural  power  of  fancy^ 
prefenting  images  fuitable  to  his  femorfe  and  fears, 
were  as  really  the  means  which  a  gracious  Providence 
employed  to  bring   him  to  repentance,  and   the 
eidfeA  was  the  fame,  as  if  a  real  fupernatural  im- 
preiBon  had  been  made  on  his  ear,  or  a  miraculous 
(ccnc  had  been  prcfented  to  his  eye.    He  became  a 
man  of  lincere  piety  and  blamelefs  morals  ;  though 
the  latter  did  not  fcreen  him   from  malicious  and 
groundlefs  calumnies ;  and  the  former  was  unhappily 
accompanied  with  great  bigotry  and  a  cenforious 
fpirit.    When  he  married,  he  was  extremely  poor, 
not  having  fo  much  furniture,  as  even  a  Biih  or  a 
ipoon^  and  all  the  portion  his  wife  brought  him, 
confided  in  two  books,  *'  The  plain  Man's  Path- way 
**  to  Heaven,"  and  *'  The  Praftice  of  Piety.*'  After 
his  converfion  he  was  baptized  by  Mr.  Gifford,  the 
minifter  of  the  baptift  church,  in  Bedford,  and  ad- 
mitted a  member  of  it  about  the  year  1655.*     His 

*  Long  before  the  year  1650,  there  were  in  this  town  and 
neighbourhood  pious  perfons,  who  felt  a  deteftation  of  epifcopal 
fupsrftition  and  tyranny,  and  united  in  fearching  after  nonconfor- 
mifts,  called  in  that  day  Putitans.    The  chief  among  thefe  were 
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talents  and  gifts  and  religious  fpirit  attraftcd  the 
attention  of  this  congregation,  amongft  whom  he 
for  fomc  time  gave  a  word  of  exhortation j  or  led 
their  worfhip,  till  they  called  hitn.  to  the  chara^er 
of  a  public  minifter,  and  fet  him  ipart  to  that  office 
by  fading  and  prayer.  He  was  a  pbpular  preacher^ 
and' generally  fpoke  with  much  fluency  and  with  great 
effeft.  A  Cambridge  fcholar,  who  afterwards  be- 
came a  very  eminent  miniftcr  in  the  county,  is  par-^ 
ticularly  mentioned  as  an  in(tance  of  the  power  and 

the  Rev.  Mr.  Man,  Mr.  John  Grew,  Mr.  John  Efton,  and  Mr. 
Anthony  Harrington.  They  neither  were  nor  defired  to  be  formed 
into  a  church  ;  but  were  zealous  to  edify  each  other,  and  to  pro- 
mote the  gofpel  by  their  liberality  and  friendihip.  Always  keeping 
a  door  open,  and  a  table  furnifhod,  for  thole  miniflers  and  chriftiana 
who  evinced  a  zeal  for  the  purity  and  practice  of  religion.  About 
the  year  1650  came  among  them  Mr.  John  Gifford,  a  native  of 
Kent,  who  had  been  a  great  royafifl:  and  a  major  in  the  king's  army) 
but  had  been  recently  under  deep  religious  imprejQions,  and  ha4 
commenced  preacher.  His  labours  in  thatcharader  were  acceptable, 
and  fuccefsful  in  awakening  in  the  mmds  offome  a  religious  con- 
cern, and  in  engaging  thefe  friends  oi"  piety  to  form  then^elves  into 
a  church,  of  which  he  was  chofen  the  paftor  or  elder*. 

**  The  principles  on  which  they  entered  into  fellowfhip  one 
•*  with  another,  and  on  which  they  received  new  members  intb 
"  their  chriftiah  affociation,  v/^rt  faith  in  Cbrift  and  hoUnefs  ofUfe^ 
**  without  refpedl  to  this  or  that  circumftance  of  opinion  in  outward 
«  or  circumftantial  points.  By  thele  means  faith  andholinefs  were 
"  encouraged,  love  and  amity  were  maintained,  difputing  and 
"  occaiional  janglings  were  avoided,  and  many  that  were  weak  in 
"the  faith  were  confirmed  in  the  principles  of  eternal  life.'**  la 
confiftency  with  the  large  balis,  on  which  this  church  was  confti- 
tuted,  its  next  minifter,  Mr.  Bunyan,  was  an  advocate  for  the  mixed 
communion  of  chriflians,^  who  differed  in  opinion  on  the  quellions 
relative  to  baptifm. 

•  Thomfon»8  Collegians,  voUi.  Bedford  MSS. 
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fuccefs  of  his  preaching.  Mr.  Buayaa  was .  to 
appear  on  a  week-day  in  the  pulpit  of  a  church  in  t 
country  village^  in  the  countyj  and  a  great  number  of 
people  was  collefted  together  to  hear  him.  T|ic 
Cambridge  ftudent  riding  by  at  the  time  enquired,, 
what  meant  the  concourfe  of  people  ?  He-  was  told 
that  one  Bunyan,  a  tinker^  was  to  preach  there }  ia 
a  fportive  mood  he  committed  his  horfe  to  the  care? 
of  a  boy,  frying,  **  he  was  rcfolved  to  hear  the  tinhr 
^^  prate ^'  and  went  mto  the  church.  His  attentiQa 
was  fixed  ;  he  was  affeAed  and  impreiTed ;  he  came, 
out  ferious  and  thoughtful,  and  much  changedj^ 
and  would,  when  I)e  could  gratify  his  tade,  hear 
none  but  the  tinker  for  a  long  time.*  The  learne^ 
Dr.  Owen,  the  vice-chancellor  of  the  univerfity  o^ 
Oxford,  countenanced  his  ministerial  labours,  and 
attended  his  fermons.  The  intolerance  of  the  gp-j  ' 
vernment,  in  a  few  years,  put  a  flop  to  this  courftj 
of  fervices.  On  the  12th  of  November,  1660,  he 
was  requefted  to  preach  at  Gfinfel,  near  Harlington^ 
in  Bedfordfllire ;  and  there  he  was  apprehended  bj. 
virtue  of  a  warrant  granted  by  Fraqcis  Wingate,  cfq; 
a  jufticc  of  peace,  before  whom  he  was  taken,  and 
then  committed  to  Bedford  goal.  After  an  impn^ 
fonraent  of  feven  weeks  he  was  tried  on  an  indiflb^ 
ment  at  Bedford  quarter-feflions ;  charged  with, 
**  having  devilijhly  and  pernicioujly  abftained  jQrom 
f  coming  to  church  to  hear  divine  fervicej  and  with 
being  a  common  upholder  of  feveral  unlawful 
*^  meetings  and  conventicles,  to  the  great  dijiurbanct. 

•  Crofby,  toI.  iii.  p.  65. 
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f*  and  dijiradm  of  the  good  fubjefts  of  this  king- 
•*  dom,  contrary  to  the  laws  of  our  fovcrcign  lord 
**  the  king.*'  All,  it  has  been  juftly  obfcrved, 
that  John  Bunyan  had  been  guilty  of,  though  it 
was  alleged  to  be  thus  "  devilijh  apd  pernicious^ 
^  and  fo  wickedly  calculated  to  dijiurb  and  dijlradl 
•*  the  good  people  of  England,"  was  merely  wor- 
{hipping  God  according  to  the  di6btes  of  his  own 
cbnfcience,  and  endeavouring  to  propagate  his  own 
religious  opinions.  But  even  the  faAs  ftated  in  this 
ridiculous  indiftment  were  not  proved,  no  witneffe^ 
were  produced  againft  him  :  but  fom«  words  which 
came  from  him  in  the  courfe  of  a  converfation  with 
the  jufticcs,  were  taken  for  a  conviftion  and  re- 
corded :  he  was  fent  back  to  prifon,  under  this 
fentence,  to  lie  there  for  three  months :  and  if  he 
did  not  then  engage  to  hear  divine  fervice,  and  attend 
in  the  church,  and  dcfift  from  preaching,  to  be  ba- 
niftied  the  realm;  and  in  cafe  of  not  leaving  the  realm 
on  an  appointed  day,  or  of  returning  to  it  without 
afpecial  licence  from  the  king,   to  be  hanged,* 

His  wife,  to  whom,  at  the  time  of  his  commitment, 
he  had  been  married  almoft  two  years^f  on  the  fol- 
lowing afGzes  addreffed  herfelf  to  the  judges ;  but 
the  juftices  had  prejudiced  them,  to  the  utmoft  they^ 
could,  againfthim.  Sir  Matthew  Hale  who  was  one 
of  them,  and  appeared  to  know  nothing  of  his 
hiftory    indeed,    had  the    matter    come    judicially 

•  Biographia  Britannica,  by  Kippis  and  others,  vol.  iii.  artiqle 
J?tf/rjftf^r,  page  i2,note  !• 

t  She  was  his  fccond  wife. 
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before  him^  feemed  deiirous  to  afford  him  relief; 
and  advifcd  his  wife  to  procure  a  writ  of  error  2 
but  Bunyan  and  his  friends  were  either  too  poor,  or 
too  little  acquainted  with  fuch  matters,  to  take  the 
neceffary  fteps  .to  obtain  his  enlargement.     The 
fentence  of  ba^ifhtncqt  was  never  executed  againil 
him;  but.  he  was  detained  in  prifon  from  feffions  to 
feffions,  from  aifizes  to  aifizes^  without  being  brought 
before  the  judges,  and  obtaining  permiilion  to  plead 
l^is  caufe,  till  his  imprifonment  laded  twelve  years. 
He  endured  the  evils  of  this  long  confinement  with 
perfcA  refignation  and  patience  ;  learnt  to  make 
long  tagged  thread-laces,  and  fupported  himfelf  by 
it ;  and  wrote  many  of  his  trails,  though  his  library 
is  laid  to  have  confifled  only  of  his  Bible  and  the 
Book  of  Martyrs.     His  enlargement  at  lad  is  afcribed 
to  the  compaffion  and  intered  of  the  worthy  prelate 
Dr.  Barlow  bidiop  of  Lincoln,  and  to  the  inter-* 
fcrence  of  Dr.  Owen.*    There  was  an  exiding  law, 
which  inveded  a  bidiop  with  the  power  to  releafe 
a  prifoner,  fituated  a^^  was  Mr.  Bunyan,  if  any  two 
perfons  would  join  in  a  cautionaty  bond  that  he 
ihpuld  conform  in  half  a  year.    Dr.  Owen  readily 
confented,  on  being  requeded,  to  give  his  bond. 
The  bidiop,  on  application  being  made  to  him,  de- 
clincd  availing  himfelf  of  his  epifcopal  prerogative; 
but  as  the  law  provided  that,  in  cafe  of  a  bidkop's 
refufal,  application  diould  be  made  to   the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  iflue  out  an  order  to  take  the  cautionary 
bond  and  releafe  the  prifoner,  the  bidiop  propofed 

*  Britiih  Biography,  toU  yu  1^,  i«& 
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this  mode  of  proceeding  as  more  iafe  for  himfdf 
at  that  critical  time,  as  he  had  many  enemies,  and 
promifed  a  compliance  with  the  order  of  the  chaii« 
cellor.  This  meafure^  though  it  was  not  fo  direft 
as  the  other,  and  was  more  expenfive,  was  adopted^ 
and  Mr.  Banyan  was  releafed.  In  the  laft  ye^  of 
his  imprifonment,  1 67 1 ,  on  the  death  of  Mr.  Gifford, 
he  had  been  unanimoufly  chofen  to  fncceed  hhn  in 
the  paftoral  office. 

After  his  enlargement,  he  employed  himfelf  in 
preaching  and  writing;  and  made  jonmies  into 
various  parts  of  the  kingdom  to  vifit  pious  perfons 
of  his  own  religious  views,  which  viiitations  fixed  oa 
him  the  title  of  ^^  Bifliop  Bunyan/'  When  James 
IL  publifhed  his  declaration  for  the  liberty  of  con- 
fcience  in  1687,  though  he  faw  it  proceeded  not 
from  kindnefs  to  proteflant  diffenters,  and  his  piercing 
judgment  anticipated  the  black  cloud  of  flavery 
which  the  funfhine  of  traniient  Kberty  was  intend^ 
to  introduce,  yet  he  thought  it  right  to  improve  the 
prefent  day ;  and  by  the  contributions  of  his  fol- 
lowers built  a  public  mccting-houfc  at  Bedford,  in 
which  he  conftantly  preached  to  large  congregations* 
It  was  his  conftant  practice  alfo,  after  his  liberty,  to 
vifit  London  once  a  year;  where  he  preached  in 
fevcral  places,  particularly  in  Southwark,  to  nume- 
rous auditors,  with  great  acceptance.  At  laft  he 
fell,  not  a  viftim  to  the  malignant  fpirit  of  perfecu- 
tion,  but  a  facrifice,  in  the  event,  to  the  pacific  kind- 
nefs of  his  own  heart.  A  young  gentleman  having 
£Ulcn  under  the  rcfentment  of  lus  father,  rcquefted 
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Mr.  Bunyan's  rcconciliatory  oflSces  to  make  up  the 
breach.  He  undertook  and  happily  eflFefted  this 
benevolent  office.  On  his  return  to  London,  from 
the  journey  which  it  occafioncd,  he  was  overtaken 
with  exceffive  rains,  and  contrafted  a  cold  from 
being  very  wet,  which  brought  on  a  violent  fever, 
that  in  ten  days  put  a  period  to  his  life  at  the  houfe 
of  Mr.  Straddocks,  a  grocer,  on  Snow-hill,  on  the 
1 2th  of  Auguft,  in  the  6oth  year  of  his  age. 
According  to  the  defcription  of  his  perfon  and  the 
delineation  of  his  charafter,  drawn  by  the  continua- 
tor  of  his  life,  ^  he  appeared  in  countenance  to  be 
of  a  ftern  and  rough  temper,  but  was  in  his  con- 
verfation  mild  and  affable ;  not  given  to  loquacity 
'^  or  much  difcourfe  in  company,  unlefs  fome 
**  urgent  occafion  required  it ;  obfcrving  never  to 
*^  boaft  of  himfelf  or  his  parts,  but  rather  feem  low 
in  his  own  eyes,  and  fubmitted  himfelf  to  the 
judgment  of  others  ;  abhorring  lying  and  fwear- 
ing ;  being  juft,  in  all  that  lay  in  his  power,  to  his 
word  }  not  feeming  to  revenge  injuries,  loving  to 
*  *  reconcile  differences,  and  making  friendfhip  with 
"  all ;  he  had  an  excellent  difcemment  of  perfons, 
*'  being  of  good  judgment  and  quick  wit.  As  for 
his  perfon,  he  was  tall  of  ftature;  flrong  boned, 
though  not  corpulent ;  fomewhat  of  a  ruddy  face, 
with  fllarp  and  fparkling  eyes  ;  wearing  his  hair 
'  ^  on  his  upper  lip  after  the  old  Britifh  fafhion  ; 
^'  his  hair  reddifb,  but  in  his  latter  days  time  had 
*•  fprinkled  it  with  grey  j  his  nofc  well  fet,  but  not 
^'  declining  or  bending ;  and  his  mouth  moderately 
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**  large ;  his  forehead  fomcthing  high,  and  his  habit 
**  always  plain  and  modeft."^ 

*'  When  he  arrived  at  the  6oth  year  of  his  age, 
*'  he  had  written  books/'  it  has  been  obferved, 
**  equal  to  the  number  of  his  years.*'  His  works, 
which  had  been  long  printed  in  detached  pieces  on 
tobacco  paper,  were  collected  together  and  reprinted 
in  1 736  and  1 737,  in  2  vols,  folio ;  and  have  fince  been 
reprinted  in  a  fairer  edition,  particularly  in  one  impref- 
fion  with  a  recommendation  from  the  pen  of  Mr.  Geo. 
Whitfield.  The  Pilgrim's  Progrefs  had,  in  the 
year  1784,  paffed  through  upwards  of  50  editions* 

Bunyan,  "  who  had  been  mentioned,"  (ays  Mr, 
Granger,  '*  amongft  the  lead  and  loweft  of  our 
<*  writers,  deferves  a  much  higher  rank  than  is  com- 
*'  monly  imagined.  His  mafter-piece  h  his  *  Pilgrim's 
**  ^  Progrefs/  one  of  the  mod  popular,  and  I  may 
'*  add,  one  of  the  moft  ingenious  books  in  the 
**  Englifli  language.*  It  gives  us  a  clear  and  diftxnft 
"  idea  of  Calviniflical  divinity.  The  allegory  is 
"  admirably  carried  on,  and  the  charafters  are  juftly 
^^  drawn  and  uniformly  fupported.  The  author's 
'*  original  and  poetic  genius  fhines  through  the 
*^  coarfenefs  and  vulgarity  of  his  language,  and  inti- 
."  mates  that  if  he  had  been  a  matter  of  numbers  he 
*^  might  have  compofed  a  poem  worthy  of  Spccfcr 
"  himfelf.  As  this  opinion  may  be  deemed  paradox- 
"  ical,  I  (hall  venture  to  name  two  perfons  of 
*^  eminence  of  the  fame  fentiments ;  one,  the  late 

§  Bicgraphia  Britannica,  ut  ante,  note  Z. 

*  This  obfervation,  Mr.  Granger  obferrcs  in  the  margin,  is  not 
to  be  extended  to  the  fecond  pact. 
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*\  Mn  Merricky  of  Reacling,  who  has  been  heard  to 
"  fay  in  convcrfation,  *  that  bis  invention  was  like 
'*  that  of  Homer ;'  the  other,  Dr.  Roberta,  fellow 
"  of  Eton  coliege/'I 

The  mixture  of  the  dramatic  ^nd  narrative,  en-- 
livening  the  ftyle.  Lord  Kaimes  remarks,  has  ren** 
dered  the  "  Pilgrim's  Progrefs/'  and  "  Robinfon 
^*  Crufoe,"  great  favourites  of  the. vulgar,  and  has 
been  the  caufe  of  their  having  been  tranilated  into 
feveral  European  languages.  Bunyan  had  fuch  an 
extraordinary  knack  in  amufmg  and  parabolical 
compolitions  under  the  form  of  vifions^  that  fome 
thought  there  were  communications  made  to  ,him 
in  dreams  J  and  that  he  firft  really  dreiamt  over  the 
matter  contained  in  his  writings  of  this  kind.  This 
notion  was  not  a  little  propagated  by  his  picture 
prefixed  to  fome  of  his  treatifes,  in  which  he  is 
reprcfented  in  a  flecping  poflure.  An  anonymous 
author  in  175^9,  fpeaking  of  the  "  Pilgrim's  Prq- 
*^  grefs/'  remarked  that  "  it  had  infinitely  outdone 
"  The  Talc  of  a  Tub,  \^bich  perhaps  had  not  made 
*'  one  convert  to  infidelity  j  whereas  the  Pilgrim's 
**  Progrcfs  had  converted  many  finncrs  to  Chrift."* 

Pr.  Kippis,  with  great  deference  to  the  opinions 
qf  fuch  judges  as  Mr.  Merrick  and  Dr.  Roberts, 
doubt?  whether  Bpnyan  could  ever  have  been  capable 
of  rifing  to  a  produftion  worthy  a  Spenfer.  The 
poverty,  not  with  regard  to  numbers  only  but  to 

t  Granger's  Hiftory  of  England,  vol.  iii,  p.  34«>  8vo.  cd.  i779« 

•  The  above  remarks  are  uken  from  Mr.  Oldy's  MSS.    See 
Biographia  Britannicay  utaotCi  p*  13^  oute  Ir» 
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« 

fancy,  vlfible  in  the  fpccimcns'of  his  verfificatioD, 
juftifies  an  apprehcnfion,  that  wkh  the  bcft  advan- 
tages of  education  he  would  fcarccly  have  attained 
to  complete  poetical  compofition.  ^*  He  had  the 
"invention,  but  not  the  other  natura]  qualifications 
**  which  are  neceflary  to  conftitute  a  great  poet, 
**  If  his  genius  had  intended  him  to  be  any  thitig 
^*  more  than  a  poet  in  profe,  it  would  probably, 
*'  like  Shakefpeare^s,  have  broken  through  every 
"  difficulty  of  birth  and  ftation." 

It  may  be  added,  that  a  learned  bi{hop,t  whofe 
praftical  writings  glow  with  a  devotional  fpirit,  and 
whofe  commentaries  are  ftill  in  high  eftimation*,* 
publifhed  alfo  an  allegorical  work,  entitled  ^*  The 
*^  Pilgrim;'*  but  not  with  a  fuccefs  or  reputation  that 
could  ip  any  degree  rival  Bunyan's  performance. 
The  writer  of  this  recoUefts  that  at  a  claffical  leflbn, 
when  he  was  at  St.  Paul's  fchool,  Mr.  Allen,  the 
learned  editor  of  Demofthenes,  paffcd  high  enco- 
ffiiums  on  the  latter  work,  as  greatly  fuperior  in 
point  of  invention  to  the  former,  which  has  now 
funk  into  oblivion. 

This  article,  it  may  be  apprehended,  has  bceii 
carried  to  ^  length  beyond  the  proportion  of  room 
it  fliould  occupy  in  a  work  not  profeffedly  biogra- 
phical ;  but  the  fingularity  of  the  charafter  will  be 
admitted  as  an  apology .;{: 

In  the  lift  of  thofe  who  fuftained  great  trials  in 
a  ponfcientious  adherence  to  their  religious  profeffioD, 

t  Bifliop  Patrick. 
t  Biographia  Britannica ;  Granger's  Hiflory  qF  Eogland ;  Bntifli 
]^Ography,  as  befqre }  and  Qrofty,  vol.  iii,  p.  6^— 75» 
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was  Mn  Henry  Forty  ^  in  his  early  years  a  member 
of  Mr.  Jefley's  congregation,  and  afterwards  paft^ 
of  the  church  at  Abingdon,  His  own  parents,  as 
well  as  many  other  perfpns,.  received  a  pious  detei^- 
mination  of  mind  from  his  preaching.  He  lay 
twelve  years,  for  the  teftimony  of  a  good  confciencq^ 
In  prifon  at  Exeter  ;  and  died  in  the  67th  year  of 
his  age,  in  16929  with  the  charader  of  a  man  of 
great  piety  and  unblameable  manners.  Mr*  Beo]* 
Keach  preached  his  funeral  fermon. 

The  (hort  hiftory  of  the  nextperfon,  Mt.  Isaac 
LanUfy  was  marked  with  many  peculiar  circumftances. 
He  was  a  native  of  Colcheiler,  where  he  was  bom 
in  1 650,  and  for  fome  time  attended  his  father  ip 
Cromwell's  army.  From  his  youth  he  difcovered  an 
afiefiionate  attachment  to  piety,  and  took  gres^t 
delight  in  the  perufal  of  the  fcriptures.  His  pro* 
grefs  in  that  ihidy  furpafled  what  could  be  expeAcd 
from  his  years.  The  gravity  of  his  afpeA  and  the 
ferioufnefs  of  his  deponment  gave  him  fo  manly 
and  dignifi^  an  appearance,  that  at  the  age  of  16 
he  was  made  chaplain  of  the  Conftant  Warwick,  ;a 
man  of  war  in  Qliver^s  navy.  He  often  preached 
before  Admiral  Blake;  and  once  in  the  prefence  of 
him.  Admiral  Penn,  and  another  naval  officer  of 
the  fame  rank.  He  delivered  ferious,  interefting 
thoughts  in  an  agreeable  manner.  At  one  time  fix 
of  the  ihip's  crew  were  baptized  by  him  in  an  arm 
of  the  fea.  After  having  been  on  different  occafions, 
not  fewer  than  twenty  times,  on  the  French  or 

Spaniib  ihores,  and  at  other  places^  be  returned 
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from  Holland  in  1660  in  the  fame  fleet  which 
brbnghc  over  Charles  IL  His.  principles  of  non- 
conformity foon  efsqpofed  him-  to  privations  and 
fafferings.  «  He  was  offered  a  benefice  of  an  i  oo). 
^er  ^nnum ;  which,  as  he  could  not,  cotiiiftentlj 
"with  his  fenthnents,  fprinkle  the  children  of  the 
^afifh,  he  declined  to  accept.  It  was  propofed  to 
liim  to  do  this  part  of  his  parochial  duty  by  anotber  j 
tot  it  was  repugnant  to  his  fenfe  of  religious  fimplii- 
city  and  integrity  to  engage  a  fubftitute  to  pci^btin 
a  fervice,  which  in  his  view  was  a  mifapplication  of 
a  chriftian  infticution.  He  therefore  refnfed  the 
living.  It  heightened  the  merit  of  this  facrificef  to 
the  delicacy  of  principle,  that  he  loft  by  his  refofai 
200L  due  on  the  living,  and  ready  to  be  paid  to  the 
next  incumbent.  Being  fixed  by  this  determination 
among  the  diiTenters,  he  became  paftor  of  a  congre- 
gation in  Eaft-Smithfield.  It  greatly  ihcreafed  under 
his  popular  ftrain  of  preaching ;  and  removed  to  a 
new  building,  erefted  for  its  accommodation,  in  Vir- 
ginia-ftreet,  Ratcliffe  highway ;  where  t^e  auditory 
was  numerous,  and  the  communicants  amounted  at 
times  to  three  hundred.  Their  worfliip  was  often 
difturbed  by  officers  and  foldiers  in  King  Charles' 
reign.  Once  an  officer  with  his  military  fubalterns 
came  and  commanded  him  to  be  filenu  He  anfwered 
in  the  words  of  the  apoftle,  ^*  Whether  it  be  right 
^*  in  the  fight  of  God  to  hearken  unto  you  more 
^^  than  unto  God,  judge  ye/'  Upon  which  the 
officer  with  his  foldiers  wcntofF.  At  another  time 
Sir  William  Smith,,  Mr.  Bury,  Mr.  Brown,  and  four 
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Other  juftices,  came  in  their  coaches,  with  ^  mob* 
to  break  the  windows  and  to  tear  up  the  pews  atld 
pulpit  of  the  meeting-houfe,  as  they  had  before  done 
^t  the  meeting-houfe  of  Mr.  Hercules  Collins,  ia 
the  neighbourhood*  But  Mr.  Lamb,  having  prCf 
vioufly  received  notice  of  their  intention,  had,  hj 
the  advice  of  a  friend,  removedall  the  furniture  of 
the  place,  except  a  few  loofe  forms ;  fo  that  they 
were  difappointed  in  their  purpofe  ;  on  which  one 
of  the  juflices  faid,  that  his  name  ought  to  have  been 
FoXj  and  not  Lamb.  He  died  on  the  20th  of  Auguft 
1691*  He  was  a  man  of  fweet  temper  and  exemf* 
plary  converfation }  and  great  ufefulnefs  marked 
his  courfe.§ 

One  of  the  mod  diftinguifhed  charaders  amongft 
the  General  Baptifts  of  the  times  was  Mn  Thomas 
Grantham^  defcended  from  a  reduced  branch  of 
an  antient  family  of  rank  and  opulence  inLincolafliiie. 
He  was  born,  in  the  year  1634,  in  the  village  of 
Halton,  near  Spilfby  ;  and  the  houfe  in  which  he 
'drew  his  firil  breath,  is  ftill  (hewn  to  thofe  who 
venerate  his  memory.  As  his  parents  were  in  low 
circumftancesi  he  was  brought  up  a  taylor  ;  but  he 
afterwards  direded  his  attention  to  agriculture,  and 
occupied  a  farm.  From  an  early  period  of  his  life 
his  mind  received  a  ferious  and  religious  tinfture; 
and  he  was  baptized,  on  the  profeffion  of  his  faith 
in  the  gofpcl,  about  the  age  of  nineteen,  and  joined 
the  church  at  Bofton.  In  the  year  1656,  when  he 
was  22  years  of  age,  he  was  chofen  pallor  of  a 

*  Crofby^  ToLiii*p.  190— loj.    * 
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cliiirch  in  the  South-Marih  parts  of  the  county,  con- 
lifting  then  only  of  four  pcrfons.  He  had  for 
feveral  years  aflbciated  with  ihcm^  and  been  a^vc 
in  aififting  their  religious  improvement  by  procuring 
minifters  to  preach  to  them  publicly,  or  exerdikig 
his  own  gifts  for  prayer  and  inftru^tion  among  them 
privately..  This  fmall  fociety  was  a  branch  of  a 
church  which  arofe  in  1 644,  formed  at  firft  on  the 
principle  of  rejeding  in  the  adminiftration  of  baptifm^ 
while  they  retained  the  pra£ltce  of  fprinkling,  the 
crofs  and  fponfors.  Some  of  them  afterwards,  zs 
they  piu-fued  their  religious  enquiries,  faw  reafons  to 
adopt  the  pra^Uce  of  immerfion  on  a  profeffion  of 
faith.  This  change  in  the  fentiments  of  fome  did 
iiot  meet  with  the  concurrence  of  all :  di(agreements 
arofe,  which  terminated  in  a  dtfunion  in  1 65 1  •  ;  The 
few  who  embraced  the  principles  of  the  baptiftd^ 
after  *Mr.  Grantham's  connexion  with  them,  as  a 
paftor,  foon  increafed  in  numbers.  His  zeal  and 
energy  animated  the  reft.  As  they  had  an  accefiion 
of  new  members,  there  arofe  among  them  feveral 
who  became  acceptable  and  ufeful  minifters.  They 
drew  the  attention  of  their  neighbours  on  themfelvest 
and  were  expofed  to  the  malignity  of  enemies.  Mr. 
Grantham  and  feveral  others -were  fummoned  before 
the  magiftrates ;  who,  as  the  accufations  alleged 
againft  them  had  no  foundation  but  in  lies  and 
forged  ftories,  foon  perceived  their  innocence,  and 
they  were  fct  at  liberty,  and  went  on  cheerfully, 
chough  often  infulted  by  the  mob  and  oppofed  by 
the  clergy.    Even  during  the  Protc&orate,  or  inter* 
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rcgnum,  their  preachers  were  interrupted  in  their 

difcourfes ;  and  fometimes  dragged  out  of  doors, 

and  pehed  and  ftoned  with  barbarous  violence.     All 

this  abufe  they  bore  with  patience  and  meeknefs*. 

Their  meetings  were  held  firfl:,  at  Halton  and  other 

places  9  in  private  houfes  ;  at  length  they  obtained  a 

grant  of  Northolm  chapel,  near  Croft,  and  not  far 

from  Waynfleet.    Here  they  remained  fome  year% 

and  had  many  acceffions  of  members  to  their  com« 

munion.    Among  others,  Mr.  John  Watts,  a  perfoo 

of  eminence  and  reputation  in  thofe  parts,  who  had 

been  educated  for  the  minifhy  at  the  univerfity ; 

but  not  being  able,  from  a  principle  of  confcience^ 

to  conform  to  the  rites  and  practices  of  the  national 

church,  he  had  obtained  no  dignity  or  preferment* 

He  became,   after  he  had  joined  himfelf  to  Mr» 

Grantham  and  his  friends,  the  worthy  paftor  of  a 

baptift  church  gathered  by  his  miniflry,  and  which 

held  their  aflemblies  for  divine  worfhip  in  his  own 

houfe. 
Mr.  Grantham  is  fuppofed  to  have  drawn  up  the 

*^  Narrative  and  Complsunt,"  Hating  the  fufferings 

of  the  Baptifts,    which    accompanied  the  ^'  Brief 

"  Confcflion  of  Faith,"  and  "  Petition,'*  prefented  to 

the  king,  Charles  lid,  on  the  26th  of  July,  1660.* 

About  1662  he  was  apprehended,  carried  before  a 

magiflrate,  and  bound  over  to  the  aflizes  to  be  holden 

for  the  county  of  Lincoln.    At  the  fame  time  many 

*  Univerfal  Theological  Magazine,  toI.  iii.  p.  8. — N.  B.  The 
Brief  ConfelSon  is  gtven  by  Crofby,  vol.  ii.  Appendix,  No.hr. ;  and 
ID  th^  prece4iDg  Mifc^Uany,  p.  9,  zo  j  4od  No*  xiT«  p«  57— 59* 
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6f  the  baptids  were  barafled  with  profectitions  for 
abfence  from  the  eftablifhed  church,  and .  with  the 
exaction  of  penalties  of  qoI.  per  month.  The  co&- 
fequence  of  the  proceedings  againft  Mr.  Grantham 
was  an  imprifonment  for  fifteen  months.  Obloquy 
and  infult  were  added  to  the  evils  of  confinement. 
Several  clergymen  who  vifited  him  upbraided  him 
If  ith  being  a  jefuit ;  and  a  rumour  was  fpread  that 
he  was  a  papift.  To  confute  this  calumny  and  coun« 
teraA  the  imprejOions  which  it  made,  hepublifheda 
controverfy  which  he  maintained  with  a  Roman 
Catholic,  and  entitled  it,  "  The  Baptift  againft  the 
**  Papift.*'  By  this  prudent  conduft  he  filenced  the 
report.  During  his  imprifonment  he  publifhed  a 
treatife  entitled,  *'  The  Prifoner  againft  the  Prelate  j 
**  or,  a  Dialogue  between  the  Common  Gaol  of 
^'  Lincoln  and  the  Cathedral  :'*  and  another  work 
under  the  title  of  ^*  Chriftianifmus  Primitivus/^  la 
thefc  publications,  as  the  defigned  brevity  of  "  The 
**  Brief  Confeifion"  had  occafioncd  fome  ambiguity, 
lie  treated  the  fubjeft  more  explicitly  and  fully. 
When  we  confider  the  prevailing  fentiments  of  that 
age  concerning  the  dodrine  of  the  Trinity,  it  is  a 
lingular  circui^nftancc  that  the  firft  article  in  this 
Confeffion  expteffes  the  doftrine  of  the  Unity  of 
God  with  a  fcriptural  fimplicity,  that  is  in  obvious 
contraft  to  the  received  ftandards, — the  Catechifm  of 
the  Weftminfter  Affembly,  and  the  thirty-nine  articles 
of  the  Cljurch  of  England.  This  may  juftly  excite 
*our  furprize,  while  it  recommends  itfelf  to  our  appro- 
bation.   It  runs  thus,  **  We  believe,  and  arc  very 
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•^  confident,  thai  thet^  is  but  one  God,  the  Fatber^ 
of  whom  arc  all  things  from  cverlafting  to  ever* 
lading,  glorious  and  unwordable  in  all  his 
*^  attributes  :'*  i  Cor.  viii.  6  ;  Ifa.  xl.  28.  At  the 
aiSzes,  in  the  fpring  of  i663»  no  one  appearing  and 
no  crime  being  alleged  againfl:  them,  Mr.  Grantham 
and  his  virtuous  fellow  fufferers,  who  had  been 
committed  with  him,  were  difcharged,  and  returned 
to  the  churches  to  which  they  belonged,  who  re- 
ceived them  with  no  fmall  joy* 

Mn  Grantham  fuffered  a  fecond  imprifonment 
under  the  operation  of  the  Conventicle  Aft,  which 
was  firft  paffcd  for  feven  years  in  1663,  and  was 
revived  at  the  expiration  of  that  term  with  addi- 
tional claufcs  of  heightened  feverity  in  1670:  under 
the  authority  of  this  Aft  foldicrs  were  empowered  to 
difarm  thofe  that  diffcnted  from  the  national  efta- 
blifhmcnt.  Though  no  arms  were  found  in  the 
poffcffion  of  the  baptifts,  yet  their  houfes  were  rifled, 
their  goods  carried  oflF,  and  they  themfelves  forced 
away  from  their  wives  and  families,  without  knowing 
whither  they  Were  to  be  driven,  or  whether  they 
Ihould  be  profecuted  by  law,  or  fall  a  facrificc'to 
military  force. :  They  were  dragged  from  town  to 
town,  and  compelled  to  run  like  lacqueys  by  the 
fides  of  the  foldicrs*  horfes.  Mr.  Grantham,  Mr. 
John  Gree,  and  Mr.  John  Green,  with  fevcral 
others,  were  thus  the  viftims  of  armed  infolence  and 
violence.  Mr.  Grantham  and  his  friends  were 
lodged,  tied  up  during  the  whole  night,  at  an  inn, 
in  a  room  not  fit  for  entenaidment :  their  ^uatioa 
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drove  Acq)  from  their  eyes ;  nor  would  the  foldierai 
take  any  reft,  but  fat  up  near  them,  and  with  rioting 
and  revellings,  oaths  andcurfes,  annoyed  and  (hocked 
thefe  pious  prifoners.  On  the  morning  they  were 
conducted  to  Louth,  put  into  the  houfe  of  corredion, 
and  afterwards  brought  before  the  committee.  At 
this  tribunal,  infteadof  well-fupported  charges  againfl: 
them,  infidious  queflions  were  put,  to  draw  from 
them  fome  ground  of  accufation ;  and  they  were 
afked  to  pledge  themfelves  on  oath  to  conformity. 
Though  the  times  afforded  many  examples  of  thofe 
itrhb  had  been  terrified  into  a  dereliction  of  their 
principles,  thefe  good  men,  and  the  baptiils  in  ge- 
neral, remained  firm  and  unfhaken  in  their  religious 
profeffion.  Mr.  Grantham  and  his  two  fellow  fuf- 
ferers  were  by  ftrift  command  fent  to  gaol,  whert 
they  lay  for  half  a  year.  During  their  imprifonmcnt 
the  afCzes  came  on,  but  their  enemies  prevented 
their  caufe  from  being  heard.  They  were  after- 
wards, at  the  quarter-feflions,  brought  before  the 
juftices ;  but  the  bench  rcfufed  to  enter  into  the  cafc^ 
or  proceed  againft  them.  Upon  this  the  Sheriff 
pleaded,  that  as  he  had  produced  them  in  open 
court,  he  was  free  from  his  charge  ;  and  fo  they 
were  fet  at  liberty,  but  without  any  compenfation  for 
their  unjuft  imprifonment  and  attendant  fufferings. 
Mr.  Grantham,  foon  after  his  liberation,  was 
liaraffed  under  a  different  and  -unfandioned  mode 
of  perfecuting  malignity.  He  was  profccuted  on 
adionof  looL  for  with  force  of  arms  beating  and 
uncivilly  treating  ;hc  wife  of  a  certain  perfon^ 
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merely  on  the  ground  of  his  having  baptized  hen 
But  to  the  fhame  of  his  pro&cutors^  the  caufe  which 
threatened  his  ruin  was  thrown  out  of  court  at  the 
next  ai&zes  as.  a  malicious  profecution* 

^'  The  malice  and  violence  of  their  enemies  againft 
^'  Mr.  Grantham  and  his  adherents  often  carried 
'<  them  to  the  greateft  and  mod  (hocking  lengths* 
^^  Defamation  and  lying  accufatious  were  among 
<^  their  mofl  common  weapons.  The  word  of  mejn 
*'  appearing  as  informers ;  the  word  of  magi/lrates 
<^  abetting  and  encouraging  them;  and  the  worft 
^  of  priefts^  who  firfl:  began  to  blow  the  fire,  now 
^^  feeing  how  it  fpread,  clapping  their  hands,  and 
•*  hallooing  them  on  to  this  evil  work.'**  In  vin* 
dication  of  themfelves  and  their  principles  againft 
this  malicious  treatment,  Mn  Grantham  drew  up 
a  fmall  piece,  which  was  never  publifhed,  entitled^ 
^^  The  Baptifl's  Complaint  againft  the  perfecuting 
*^  Prieft,  &c."  This  traft  was  a  remonftrancc 
againft  the  perfecuting  fpirit,  to  which  this  denomi* 
nation  of  chriftians,  notwithftanding  their  friendly 
deportment  and  faithful  endeavours  to  maintain 
peace  and  brotherly  concord,  had  been  expofed  for 
more  than  thirty  years ;  which  ftirred  up  perfons 
in  authority  to  harafs  them  by  imprifonment  and 
feizure  of  their  goods  ;  and  which  exprefled  itfelf 
in  irreligious  abufe  and  inve£tives  even  from  the 
pulpit,  where  they  were  ftigmatized  as  "  heretics,'? 
and  "  damned  fanatics/'  This  malicious  treatment 
was  provoked  only  by  their  ^^  difTentfrom  the  Church 
^Umrerfal  Theological  Ms^jazioe,  utante,  p.  65* 
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•*  of  England  in  fome  prafticcs,  \9hich  the  naoft 
**  learned  confcffcd  hzd  neither  precept  nor  pfeeed^t 
**  in  the  word.*'  It  was  more  criminal  in  the  clergy 
to  raanifeft  this  conduft  towards  baptifts,  becaufe 
they  had  never  withheld  from  them  their  dues  j  but 
had  paid  them  their  demands  as  punctually  as  any 
others,  and,  as  they  alleged,  probably  from  better 
principles.  "  For  we  confider,"  they  pleaded,  **  that 
<^  when  we  either  hire  or  purchafe  land,  the  tenth 
**  is  excepted,  and  is  therefore  not  ours.  But  yet  it 
**  is  alfo  to  be  confidered,  that  tithes  were  not  givea 
*^  to  maintain  men  in  drunkennefs,  lording  over,  per- 
"  fccuting,  and  ruining  fuch  as  fear  God,  merely 
*' becaufe  they  diffent  from  them  in  the  things 
**  aforefaid;  yet  thus  goes,  the  bufinefs  in  thefe 
*^days;  by  which  unreafonable  praftices  theyout- 
^*  do  the  falfe  prophets  who  were  of  old,  for  they 
*'  prepared  war  againft  thofe  that  did  not  put  into 
**  their  mouths,  but  thefe  devour  thofe  that  labour 
"  to  maintain  them.*'  A  concluding  fentiment  in 
this  "  Complaint**  defervcs,  for  its  juftnefs  and  force, 
to  be  repeated.  **  We  believe,**  obferves  Mr. 
Grantham  in  the  name  of  his  fellow  fuiBfcrers,  **  and 
**  are  fure,  that  to  perfccute  is  no  mark  of  the  true 
"  church,  but  to  fufFcr  perfecution  is  fo  j  and  that 
•^  religion  is  not  worth  profcffing  in  time  of  peace, 
•'  which  is  Qot  worth  owning  in  the  time  of  the 
*^  greatcft  trouble.*** 

Mr.  Grantham,  after  this  recent  difcharge  from 
gaol,  again  fuffcred  imprifonment  feveral  times  j  aitd 

♦  Crofby,  vol.  iii.  p.  84—88. 


continued  to  be  very  forely  haraffcd  and 
Opprcffcd  during  the  remainder  of  that  infamous 
reign.  About  the  end  of  it,  or  foon  after  James 
II.  fucceeded  to  the  throne,  he  removed  from 
Lincolnfliirc  and  fettled  in  the  city  of  Norwich. 
This  change  of  his  reiidence  did  not  abate  or  dimi* 
nifh  his  aflivity  and  labours.  He  was  ftill  firm  to 
the  caufe  for  which  he  had  fo  long  and  fevcrely 
foffered,  and  was  unwearied  in  his  exertions  to  pro- 
mote it.  He  foon  r^ifed  and  formed  a  churth,  in 
that  city,  on  the  principles  of  the  general  baptills, 
which  met  at  the  White  Friars'  y^^^j  and  Which  ftill 
cxifts^f  He  direfted  his  attention,  with  fimilar 
fuccefs,  to  the  populous  town  of  Yarmouth.  In  the 
year  1688,  or  1689,  he  vifited,  with  the  fame  lau- 

t  A  grandfon  of  Mr.  Granthaniy  Grantham  Killingworthi  efq; 
who  died  about  the  year  1779^  left  a  conilderable  part  of  his  pro- 
perty for  the  fupport  of  the  minifler  at  the  White  Friars'  yard.'^ 
He  was  a  leading  character  an^ong  the  ba'ptiftsy  and  the  author  of 
rarious  theological  tra^Sy  written  with  ability  and  judgment. 
He  was  particularly  on  the  alert  to  feize  the  opportunities  afforded 
by  any  controverfy  of  his  timesy  to  graft  on  it  arguments  in  de* 
fence  of  his  own  views  on  the  nature  and  fubjedts  of  baptifm. 
When  the  **  Sermons  againft  Popery"  were  preached  at  Salters* 
Hall,  he  publifhed  a  tradt,  entided  **  A  Supplement  to  the  Sermon$ 
**  lately  preached  at  Salters*  Hall  againft  Popery ;  with  a  view  to 
**  (hew  that,  on  the  reafonings  of  the  preachers,  infant  JprinkUng 
•*  was  another  great  corruption  of  the  Chriftian  religion  *"  This 
pamphlet  came  to  a  fifth  edition,  in  which  other  points,  viz.  Mr. 
Emlyn's  Previous  Queftion,  &c.  were  diicufTed.  On  occafion  of  the 
controverfy  with  the  author  of  **  Chriftianity  not  founded  on 
•*  Argument,"  Mr,  Killingworth  publifhed  "  Remarks  on  the 
**  feveral  Anfwers  to  it  j"  in  which  his  aim  was  to  turn  the  rea- 
fonings of  the  authors,  who  were  psdobaptiJ^s,  againft  themfehres. 
See  Bulkley's  notes  on  the  Bible,  voU  iii.  Life^  p.  25,  i6»note» 
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dable  views,  the  town  of  Lynn-Regis,  at  the  mhcr 
extremity  of  the  county.  He  firft  preached  in  the 
town-hall  to  a  numerous  and  attentive  auditory. 
The  profpeft  was  fo  favourable,  that  it  encouraged  a 
friend,  Mr.  James  Marham,  at  whofe  houfe  he 
was  entertained,  to  procure  and  fit  up  a  convenient' 
place  of  worftiip ;  a  church  was  gathered ;  and  Mr. 
Marham  was  the  firft  paftor  of  it.  Though  the 
place  was  duly  regiftercd  according  to  the  direc- 
tions ^d  authority  of  the  Ad:  of  Toleration,  which 
paffed  juft  as  the  building  was  completed,  yet  the 
minifter  and  hearers  were  haraffed  bya  profecution^on 
the  Conventicle  Aft,  in  1691.J  The  Revolution  and 
the  Aft  of  Toleration,  though  great  bleffings  to  the 
nation,  did  not  immediately  eflfeft  a  change  in  the 
views  and  temper  of  the  mafs  of  the  people.  It 
required  time  for  the  violence  of  a  perfecuting  fpirit 
to  fubfide,  and  for  juft  fentiments  on  religious 
liberty  to  take  poffeffion  of  the  public  mind,  and 
fpread  their  influence  to  any  confiderablc  extent. 
The  malignity  of  old  prejudices,  againft  the  baptifts 
in  particular,  was  fpftened,  in  many  places  at  Icaft, 
very  flowly  and  partially.  Mr.  Grantham  con- 
tinued to  feel  its  eiBfcfts  till  the  time  of  his  death. 
The  envenomed  tongue  of  fcandal  in  particular  em- 
ployed itfelf  in  vile  calumnies  and  charges  of  grois 
immoralities.  Among  thofe  who  traduced  his  cha- 
rafter  were  Mr.  Toathby,  who  had  been  a  magiftrate, 
and  took  his  rank  in  fociety  as  a  gentleman  and  a 
clergyman ;  and   Mr.   John  Willet,   the.  reftor  of 

♦  Uniyerlkl  Theological  Magazine,  ut  ante,  p.  iii— ii». 
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Xatterfhall  in  Lincolnfhire.      The  latter  had  the 
effrontery  and  bafenefs  to  declare,  in  writing  under 
his  own  fignature,  "  that  he  faw  Mr.  Grantham 
*"  ftand  in  the  pillory  two  hours,  at  Louth,  for 
**  ftealing  (heep  and  hurdles ;  and  that  he  faw  him 
*'  hold  up   his  hand  at  the  bar/*     This  falfchood 
was  circulated  both  at  Norwich  and  Yarmouth,  and 
Mr.  Grantham  was  induced  to  refer  the  matter  to 
Thomas  Blofield,  efq;   mayor  of  Norwich.     The 
accufcr,  on  being  brought  before  this  magiftrate^ 
confcffed    the  abfolute  falfehood   of    the   charge 
which  he  had  promulgated  and  figned  ;  and  with 
cryings,  and  tears,,  and  wringing  of  his  hands,  over 
and  over  implored  Mr.  Grantham's  forgivenefs.  The 
mayor,  on  Mr.  Grantham's  readily  forgiving  him, 
commanded,  with  exprcffions  of  his  ftrong  abhor- 
rence of  the  reftor's  conduft,  a  record  of  the  con- 
feffion  to  be  made  out  by  the  clerk,  and  to  be  figned 
and  fealed  by  the  calumniating  clergyman:*  who  afret 
this  was  done,  as  he  had  no  money,  would  have 
been    committed  to  prifon   for  charges,   had  not 
Mr.  Grantham,   on  the  true  ohriftian  principle  of 
rendering  good  for  evil,  given  the  officer  of  the 
court  ten  (hillings  to  set  his  fenemy  at  liberty. 

Mr.  Grantham  died  on  the  17th  of  January, 
1692,  at  the  age  of  58;  Indecencies  were  threat- 
ened to  his  corpfe^  but  thdiy  were  happily  prevented^ 
Soon  after  his  deceafe,  a  paper  was  publiihed  and 
figned  by  eight  friends,  containing  his  dying  words, 

*  A  copy  of  the  Confeffion  may  be  fcen  in  Crofby,  yoL  iii. 
p.  ai63.' 
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addrefled  to  them  within  two  minutes  of  his  death, 
moftly  in  the  language  of  fcripturc ;  expreffivc  of 
his  fenfe  of  ^is  approaching  end  ;  of  the  teftimony 
of  his  confcience  as  to  the  integrity  of  his  conduf^, 
and  of  the  difinterefted  purity  of  his  motives  in 
preaching  the  gofpel ;  of  his  affection  to  his  friends, 
leaving  with  them  his  lad  counfels  in  a  drain  of 
apoilolic  admonitions,  calling  his  eyes  back  on  his 
fufierings  in  being  made  a  feoff  and  a  gazing-ftock 
to  many  people,  cordially  forgiving  his  enemies, 
and  foliciiing  the  prayers  of  his  friends  for  thdr 
forgivcnefs  ;  taking  a  final  leave  of  them  with  affec- 
tion, devotion,  ^ndfacredhope,  *' Friends,*'  he  began, 
^'  I  am  in  a  very  weak  condition,  and  as  this  is  the 
<*  fabbath  with  me,  it  will  be  the  everlafting  fab- 
"  bath  J  for  now  I  am  going  off  the  ftage  of  this 
**  world/*  He  concluded  thus :  *'  to  be  fhort,  I 
••  muft  leave  you.  Do  not  grieve  or  mourn  for  me ; 
*^  though  I  die,  yet  I  fhall  rife  to  glory,  where  I 
<*  defirc  we  may  all  meet  and  fee  one  another's  face 
^*  at  the  laft  day,  knowing  one  another,  and  rejoicing 
**  in  glory;  for  I.  have  conquered  the  infernal 
♦^  enemy  by  this  faith,  and  have  made  the  way  plain 
*'  and  easy  to  me.  And  now  I  commit  you  to  the 
"  grace  of  our  Lord  Jefus  Chrift :  and  the  love  of 
**  God,  and. the  communion  of  the  Holy  Ghoft,  he 
•*  with  you  all.  Amen/'* 

Mr.  Grantham,  beiides  the  treatifes  already  men* 
tioned,  wrote  *'  The  Paedobaptifts*  Apology  for  the 
"  baptized  churches/*     The  defign  of    the  traft 

^  Uniyerfal  Theological  Magazine^  ut  aote,  p.  ust  Ii6« 
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was  to  fliew,  by  'quotations  from  the  writings  of 
paedobaptifts,  that  the^  prafticc  of  the  baptifts,  as 
to  the  mode  and  fubjcft  oFbaptifra,  wai  moft  antient 
and  apoflolical ;  and  that  infant  baptifm  was  a 
novelty.  The  deductions  from  thefe  premifcs 
were,  that  the  fufFerings  inflifted  on  the  baptifts 
were  no  lefs  a  glory  to  them  than  a  fhame  te 
their  pcrfccutors.* 

Report  has  reprefented  Mr.  Grantham  as  ac* 
quainted  with  eight  or  nine  languages.  This  is 
moft  probably  an  exaggerated  account  of  his  attain- 
ments. His  grandfon,  Mr.  Grantham  Killingworth, 
it  appeals,  fpoke  of  him  as  able  to  write  the  Latin 
with  confiderable  eafe  and  correftnefs.  His  wri* 
tings  afford  proofs  of  his  having  acquired  fomc 
proficiency  in  the  learned  languages:  his  polemical 
publications  were  thought  to  do  credit  to  his  abi* 
lities,  and  to  his  ^cutenefs  in  the  art  of  reafoning  : 
though  he  himfelf,  in  the  preface  to  ^*  a  Defence  of 
the  Chriftian  Religion  againft  human  Invention 
and  pretended  Revelations,  dated  from  the  Caftlc 
of  Lincoln,  loth  Jan.  J 663;**  apologized  for  the 
defefts  which  might  be  difcovered  in  his  language 
and  method,  by  pleading  that  **  he  got  his  bread  by 
*•  the  labour  of  his  hands,  and  had  never  fainted 
**  the  fchools  to  gain  the  koowledge  of  their  arts/' 
That  he  poffcffed  no  fmall  ftiare  of  literary  attain* 
ments,  of  addrefs,  and  of  weight  of  charafter,  is 
reafonably  inferred,  from  his  being  frequently  de* 
legated  to  take  an  aftive  and  leading  part  in  the 

♦  Crofby,  toK  iii,  p.  50. 
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concerns  of  the  general  baptifts  of  that  day,  even  in 
their  applications  to  the  throne ;  when  there  was 
not  a  want  of  men  of  real  learning,  who  had  been, 
educated  at  the  univerfity, 

Mn  James  Marham^  whofe  name  occurs  in  the 
preceding  Memoir,  merits  more  particular  notice,  as 
a  confpicuous  and  diftinguiflied  perfon  amongft  the 
baptifts  in  Lincolnfliire  and  Norfolk.  The  time 
and  place  of  his  nativity  are  not  afcertained.  He 
feems  to  have  commenced  his  appearance  on  the 
ftage  of  public  life  at  Holbeach  in  Lincolnfliire, 
in  1 68 1  or  1682.  He  was  the  fir  ft  of  that  clafs  of 
diffentersin  that  place;  and  foon  after  his  fettlement 
in  it,  affemblies  for  religious  worfliip  were  held  in 
hfs  houfe ;  the  original  preachers  were  Mr.  Samuel 
Phillips,  and  Mr.  William  Rix;  thefirftwas  paftor 
of  the  church  in  Deadman's-lane  in  Wift)each, 
In  the  reign  of  King  James  he  was  fettled  in 
Wapool-bell,  a  town  in  Norfolk,  where  the  people 
having  never  heard  of  the  name  of  baptifts,  called 
him  *'  an  outlandifli  profeffor.'*  Here  he  laid  the 
foundation  of  a  church  of  the  baptift  denomination, 
which  now  exifts ;  and  from  which  originated  another 
church,  formed  in  Wifbeach.  On  the  death  of  his 
wife,  Mr.  Marham  removed  to  Lynn ;  in  this  town, 
alfo,  though  on  his  fettlement  in  it  there  was  not 
another  bapuft  there,  he  hired  and  furniftied  a 
place  for  religious  worfliip,  and  engaged  the  fervices 
of  Mr.  Grantham,  and  Mr.  Long,  a  meflcnger  from 
the  baptift  churches  in  London,  whom  he  entertained 
at  his  own  houfc  ^nd  table  without  any  pecuniary 
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compcnfation  for  fomc  months ;  and  by  thefe  means 
raifcd  a  church,  of  which  he  afterwards  became  him- 
felf  the  pafton  ^ 

The  confpicuous  aftivity  ^nd  zeal  of  this  excellent 
man  expofcd  him  to  various  bufferings.  About 
three  years  before  the  death  of  Charles  11.  he*  was 
haraffed  by  profecutions  from  court  to  court,  and 
carried  from  one  juftice  to  another,  for  four 
weeks ;  and  though  by  his  vigorous  interference 
he  procured  the  liberation  of  his  minifters,  Mn 
Rix  and  Mr.  Phillips,  he  himfelf  fuflfered  imprifpn- 
ment ;  and  a  fihe  of  feveral  fcore  pounds  was  levied 
on  him,  for  having  difturbed  and  broken  the  unifor- 
mity of  the  religious  profeffion  of  the  town.  After 
this  his  goods  were  diftraincd.  When  he  had  lived 
three  weeks  at  Wapool-bell,  he  was  commanded  by 
the  officers  of  the  town  to  frequent  theparifli  church, 
or  to  appear  before  the  juftice  and  parfon  of  the 
parifh  Mr.  Harbe.  He  complied  with  the  latter  re- 
quifition,  and  underwent  an  examination  of  four 
hours  in  the  prefence  of  feveral  gendemen.  TTiis 
did  not  terminate  to  the  fatisfaftion  of  the  clerical 
examiner,  and  a  time  for  another  inveftigation  was 
fixed  ;  but  on  the  Proclamation  for  liberty  of  con- 
fcience,  this  enquiry  was  declined.  At  Lynn,  new 
troubles  awaited  him.  In  July  1691,  he  with 
others,  as  before  noticed,  were  profecuted  on  the 
Conventicle  Aft,  though  the  place  of  meeting  had 
been  regiftered  according  to  the  Aft  of  Parliament, 
and  their  goods  were  feized.by  a  levy  granted  againft 
him.  He  petitioned  the  judge  Sir  E —  N — ,  at  Nor? 
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vnich  in  September  following,  and  was  forced  to 
prefer  the  fame  cpmplaint  to  feme  of  the  great 
council  at  the  feiSons  of  Parliament.     After  Parlia- 
ment had  rifen,  he  was  profecuted  on  the  fame 
grounds,  and  involved  in   troubles  that  threatened 
Ws  ruin.    In  the  following  Odlober,  the  informers 
againft  him,  aSe£ling  great  remorfe,   obtained  from 
him  a  difcharge  from  their  falfe  information,  by 
entering  itito  bonds  of  an  amicable  tenor ;  but  they 
were  bafe  and  daring  enough  after  this  aflually  to 
feizc  his  goods  on  the  former  levy.     On  this  he 
was  advifed  to  fue  the  bonds ;    and  the  baptifts  at 
J^ondon  were  folicited  to  unite  in  his  fupport  with 
all  poi&ble  liberality  and  energy.      It  is  to  be  re- 
gretted that  no  documents  offer  themfelves  to  throw 
light  on  the  termination  of  this  vexatious  fuit,  and 
further  to  elucidate  the  biftory  and  charafter  of  this 
virtuous  and  confcientious  fufFercr  j  to  whofe  piety, 
3^al,  and  benevolence  this  imperfeft  detail  affords 
pleafing  and  affefting  teftimonics.* 

Another  charaftcr  among  the  baptifts  of  thofe 
times,  diftinguiihed  by  fome  peculiar  circumftances, 
was  Mr.  fldward  Morecock^  a  man  of  eminence,  of 
great  zeal  and  firmnefs,  and  much  courted  on  King 
James's  acceffion,  He  was  born  in  January  1626  s 
and  died  in  Auguft  1693.  ^^  ^^^  originally  in 
the  paval  fcrvice:  and  in  the  Protcftorate  was 
captain  of  a  man  of  war,  when  he'  was  (hot  in  an 

•  *^  A  brief  Relation  of  the  remarkable  Services  and  Troubles  that 
went  before  the  prefent  Trouble  of  our  brother  James  Marhaai|'' 
cjuoted  in  Unirerikl  Theol.  Mag.  ut  ante>  p«  ix^i  ^c;.  npt^, 
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engagement  through  the  body  with  a  mufquet  balK 
He  made  a  handfome  proviiion  for  a  family  of  nearly 
twenty  children,  by  his  ikill  in  fifhing  up  {hipwrecks; 
cfpecially  by  his  recovering,  after  the  Dutch  war  ia 
1672,  fhips  funk  in  the  river  Medway,  which  had 
come  fo  clofe  to  Chatham  as  to  throw  many  of  their 
ihot  into  the  town,  one  of  which  was  found  ia 
Captain  Morecock's  garden*  After  this  he  en- 
gaged in  the  pafloral  care  of  a  church  in  that  place; 
and  fo  entirely  devoted  himfelf  to  its  duties,  that  he 
declined  very  advantageous  offers  made  to  him,  if 
he  would  undertake  to  recover  wrecks  at  fea.  Hie 
tinblameable  manners  and  obliging  deportment  gained 
him  the  efteem  and  affeflion  of  the  gentlemen  in  the 
neighbourhood^  infomuch  that  when  any  warrant 
was  iffued  for  feizing  his  perfon,— ^as  he  was  haraffed 
by  frequent  warrants  againft  his  body  and  goods, 
towards  the  end  of  Kipg  Charles  the  IId*s  reign,— 
oneof  thejuftices  would  privately  fend  his  fervant 
to  apprize  him  of  it  before  the  officers  could  execute 
it.  On  receiving  the  intelligence,  he  ufually  retired 
to  the  houfe  of  one  of  his  daughters  in  Eflex.  He 
was,  however,  fined  with  monthly  penalties  for  non- 
attendance  at  the  parifli  church,  till  he  wasf  exche- 
quered  to  the  amount  of  800U  His  houfe  was  often 
plundered,  and  his  goods  were  feized  and  carried  o£» 
To  fecure  himfelf  from  thefe  ruinous  depredations, 
on  the  ground  of  his  nonconformity,  he  made  his 
fortune  over  to  an  intimate  friend  ;  who,  afting  on 
the  principles  of  juftice  and  honour,  reftored  it  when 

ike  danger  was  paft*    One  Uintm^  an  informer 
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againft  him^  often  threatened  that  he  would  have 
him  cad  into  prifon,  and  poiTefs  himfelf  of  his  fur- 
niture; which  he  promifed  to  give  to  a  lewd 
woman  who  attended  him.  But  Mr.  Morecock, 
through  a  good  Providence,  always  efcaped  impri- 
fonment,  while  many  of  his  brethren  fuiFered  by  it. 
On  vifiting  fome  of  them  once  in  Rochefter  gaol, 
he  faw  this  Hinton  confined  in  it ;  upon  which  he 
accofted  him,  "  I  fee,  friend,  you  have  got  hither 
^*  before  me.**  This  man  afterwards  died  mifcrably, 
the  flefli  rotting  from  his  bones.  Lord  Roper,  a 
Roman  Catholic,  on  the  acceffion  of  James  11. 
offered  Mr.  Morecock  any  poft  that  he  would  ac- 
cept ;  but  he  abfplutely  refufed  any  commiffiofi 
under  that  king,  afligning  to  his  friends  as  a  reafon 
for  his  refufal,  **  that  the  favours  offered  by  him 
**  to  diffenters  were  defigned  only  to  draw  them 
^'  into  a  fnare  ;'*  a  reafon  which  did  credit  to  his 
fagacity,  judgment,  and  difinterefted  principles.  His 
firmnefs  of  conduft  was  at  one  time  the  occafion  of 

> 

a  defign  againft  his  life.  Two  witneffes  were  fub* 
omed  to  fwear  that  he  had  been  an  officer  in  Mon- 
mouth's army ;  but  by  unexceptionable  evidence  he 
proved  that  he  was  in  another  place  at  the  time  that 
he  was  charged  with  being  in  the  army.* 

Mr.  John  Miller^  a  native  of  Hinton-Marton,  in 
the  county  of  Dorfet,  dcfcended  from  parents  who 
were  in  affluent  circumftances ;  a  man  of  great 
piety,  worth,  and  ufefulnefs ;  dcfervcs  to  be  men- 
tioned with  refpeft.     He  was  educated  by  a  Prcfby*- 

^  Crofty,  Tol.  iii.  p.  xp^—ii^. 
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tcrian  minifter ;  but'  a  ftudious  and  diligent  enquiry 
in  after  life  led  him  to  embrace  the  opinions  of  the 
baptifts,  and  he  was  paftor  of  a  congregation  of  this 
denomination  at  Minchinton,  in  the  county  in  which 
he  drew  his  firft  breath.  He  died  on  the  1 4th  of 
May  1694.  His  aft ive  labours  as  a  preacher  were 
not  limited  to  his  own  congregation  ;  he  travelled 
from  place  to  place,  diffeminating  the  principles  of 
religion,  and  planting  feveral  churches  in  agree- 
ment with  his  ideas  of  chriftian  truth.  His  non-* 
conformity  and  .  opinions  cxpofed  him  to  feverc 
fuflferings :  he  lay  ten  years  in  prifon,  and  very 
narrowly  cfcaped  a  praemunire.  In  the  year  pre- 
ceding the  death  of  Charles  IL  he  was  haraffed 
by  vexatious  proceedings,  and  greatly  injured  in  -his 
property  by  extortions.  A  diftrefs  was  firft  taken  on 
his  goods  on  the  Three  Week  Aft  :  then  he  was 
.  apprehended  and  caft  into  prifon  at  Dorchefter ;  at 
the  fummer  affizes  he  was  indifted  for  eleven  months 
non-conforming;  and  a  neighbouring  juftice,  to  fup- 
ply  the  deficiency  of  evidence  againft  him,  fwore  to 
the  indiftment :  and  though  he  pleaded  that  he  bad, 
contrary  to  the  laws  of  England,  fufFered  already  in 
two  courts  for  that  offence,  he  was  fined  220I.  Ac 
Michaqlmas,  poffejflion  was  taken  of  his  affets  by  the 
bailiffs  under  the  warrant  of  the  under-flierifF,  who 
feized  and  wafted  between  4  and  500I. :  and  his 
cldeft  fon  was  obliged  to  flee,  in  confequence  of  a 
warrant  granted  againft  him  for  taking  an  account 
of  the  goods  that  were  fold.  He  petitioned  the  King 
for  redrefs  -,  not  to  procure  the  reftoratiou  of  his 
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goods,  bat  only  to  fecure  the  corn  that  was  left 
from  farther  depredation :  he  obtained,  however, 
no  other  relief  than  what  was  implied  in  this 
rniperioas  and  infaltory  language,  *^  I  have  nothing 
**  to  fay  to  you ;  you  muft  go  home  and  conform/* 
The  virtuous  fufferer  went  home,  but  not  to  (acri- 
ficc  principle  by  conformity :  he  fold  his  eftate,  re- 
tired to  a  folitary  place,  rented  a  fmall  farm,  and 
fpent  his  remaining  days  in  quiet.  There  was  one 
occurrence  in  the  life  of  Mr.  Miller,  which  indi* 
cates  that  though  he  was  the  mark  of  perfecuting 
malignity,  his  talents  and  charader  commanded  re« 
^ft  ;  and,  in  fuch  times,  it  was  pecalbrly  honour* 
able  to  the  clergymen  who  were  parties  in  it.  This 
wsts  a  difputation,  after  liberty  of  confcience  wat 
granted,  held  with  Dr.  Beach  and  four  other  Btiiitf^ 
ters  of  the  eftablifhed  church,  the  time  and  plads 
having  been  firit  publiihed  in  three  market-townsk» 
The  fubjeds  of  difputation  were  the  confonance 
of  their  baptifm,  church,  and  miniftry  with  the 
fcriptures ;  and  the  charges  of  fchifm  againft  Mr. 
Miller  and  his  adherents.  The  queftions  concern- 
ing baptifm  came  firft  under  difcuffion.  The  clerical 
gentlemen  were  fo  imprcffcd  with  Mr.  Miller's  ar- 
guments, that  no  reply  was  made,  except  that  Dr. 
Beach  ingenuoufly  confeiTed  that  the  point  was 
difficult ;  and  they  waved  entering  into  the  other 
queftions.  On  withdrawing  to  another  houfe  they 
fent  for  their  opponent,  received  him  with  politeneis 
and  refpef)*,  apologized  for  having  troubled  him, 
aud  a^ured  him  that  they  would  never  difpute  th^ 
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point  with  the  baptifts  again  ;   and  thus  they  fepa« 
rated  with  expreflions  of  good-will  and  friend(hip«^ 

With  the  preceding  narates  of  thofc  who,  by  thdr 
abilities^  zeal,  and  charaders,  did  credit  to  the  .deno- 
mination of  diflenters  of  which  we  are  fpeaking^ 
may  be  enrolled  Mn  George  Hammon,  paftor  of  a 
congregation  at  Biddenden  in  the  county  of  Kent, 
the  author  of  feveral  publications  fuitable  to  tht 
theological  controverfies  and  religious  tafte  of  the 
age*  He  was  adive  in  vindicating  what  appeared 
the  truth  to  his  own  mind  on  all  occaiions,  eminent 
for  his  minifterial  exertions,  and  marked  by  the 
perfccutions  which  he  fufiered.  He  died  at  Hade- 
den's  Wood,  in  the  parifli  of  Cranbrook,  la 
conneftion  with  him  may  be  mentioned  Mn  Richard 
Hobbs^  paftor  of  a  congregation  at  Dover :  diftin* 
guifhed  by  his  piety  and  worth,  and  by  his  fuflfer- 
ings  for  religion*  His  ferioufncfs  and  piety  fpoke 
fo  ftrongly  in  his  favour,  that  when  he  was  a  pri» 
foner  in  Dover,  he  was  now  and  then  allowed  to  go 
from  his  prifon.  In  his  confinement  he  addrefled  a 
letter  to  Dr.  Hind,  propofing  for  folution,  in  a  modeft 
and  caudid  manner,  two  queries  grounded  on  the 
fcriptures.  One  was,  whether  the  baptifm  prac- 
tifed  in  the  church  was  not  at  variance  with  the 
direftions  of  the  fcriptures,  in  the  adminiftrator, 
fubjeft,  and  adminiftration  ?  The  other  was,  whe- 
ther the  church,  by  forcing  all  into  it  as  communi- 
cants, however  finful  and  impious,  did  not  pervert 
the  gofpcl,  overthrow  the  way  of  the  new  covenant, 

^  Cro(by,  roL  iiir  p.  %%t-^i%i* 
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and  give  ground  for  pious  and  confcientious  men  to 
queftion  the  divine  authority  of  its  worfliip  ?  Dr. 
Hind,  inftead  of  replying  to  thefe  queries,  inftigatcd 
the  magiftrates  to  deprive  him  of  the  indulgence 
which  he  had  received,  and  to  enjoin  an  unrelaxed 
confinement.  "Thefe  proceedings,'*  Mr.  Hobbs 
obferved,  ^*  bore  a  great  likenefs  to  thofe  beyond 
the  feas,  at  Rome ;  where,  if  any  do  but  queftion 
the  truth  of  their  worftiip,  it  is  an  hundred  to  one 
if  they  have  not  the  Inquifition  for  their  pains. 
Doubtlefs  fuchkind  of  proceedings  do  found  more 
like  the  Pope's  anathemas,  than  in  the  leaft  favour 
**  of  a  proteftant  fpirit.''* 

It  is  a  juft  tribute  of  refpeft  to  integrity  and  forti- 
tude to  mention  the  names  of  others  who  were 
great  fufferers  for  nonconformity.  Mr.  Tidmarfli, 
a  baptift  minifter  at  Oxford,  a  man  greatly  efteemed ; 
Mr.  John'  Amory,  a  man  of  good  literary  attain- 
ments, of  Wrington,  inSomerfetftiire  ;  Mr.  Thomas 
Burgcfs,  paftor  of  a  church  at  Taunton  ;  Mr.  James 
Hind,  of  Langport,  and  minifter  at  Kinftjury ;  Mn 
William  Richards,  who  preached  at  Draycott  j  Mr. 
Peter  Coles,  of  Down  ton,  near  Sarum ;  Mr. 
Walter  Penn,  paftor  of  a  church  in  Sarum  ;  Mr. 
John  Kingmany  of  Burford,  near  that  city  ;  Mr^ 
John  Sanger,  a  fchoolmafter  and  minifter  at  Down* 
ton  }  Mr.  Roger  Applin,  of  Ellerton,  and  paftor  of 
A  congregation  at  Whitechurch ;  Mr.  John  Tred* 
W£ll,a  ferious  and  ufeful  preacher,  and  a  man  of 
UQblemilhed  manners;    Mr.    Francis  Sianleyj^    of 

*Xroiby,  Tol.iii.p»  103,  104.^ 
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Northamptonftiire,  noted  for  his  piety  atid  zeal ; 
Mr.  John  Grauden,  of  Cocket,  near  Towcefter*; 
Mr.  John  Stanton,  of  Bliflworth ;  Mr.  Stephen 
Curtis,  a  native  of  Harringworth,  in  Northampton- 
fliirc,  and  a  very  ufeful  minifter  in  that  place  ;  Mr. 
Jofcph  Slater,  Mr.  William  Stanger,  and  Mr.  Robt* 
Bringhurft,  who  fled  from  the  country  to  cfcapc 
imprifonraent  J  Mr.  Benjamin  Morley,  of  Ramf- 
thorp ;  Mr.  John  reas,  of  Eaft-Haddon  ^  Mn 
WiUiam  Smith,  Mr.  William  BliiTe,  of  Wclfton; 
Mr.  John  Gilby,  of  Long-Bugby,  in  Northamp- 
(hire;  fuffcred  imprifonment,  and  were  defpoiled  of 
their  goods  by  diftrefles,  or  ajmoft  ruined  by  heavy 
fines  and  charges.  Mr.  James  Wilmot,  a  minifter 
at  Hooknorton,  Oxfordfliire,  befides  being  confined 
twice  in  theprifonof  Oxford,  and  fuftaining  lofles 
by  diftreffcs  and  fines  ;  when  he  was  releafed  from 
the  gaol  in  Whitney,  was  excommunicated,  and  was 
obliged  to  abfcond,  in  order  to  efcape  the  writs 
which  were  iflued  out  againft  him.  In  fome  inftanccs 
the  fufferings  of  thefe  confcientious  profeflbrs  were 
aggravated  by  the  fraudulent  praftices  of  their  per- 
fecutbrs,  who  feized  their  goods  under  falfe  warrants. 
This  art  waspradlifed,  in  November  1682,  againft 
Mr.  Samuel  Taverner,  who  was  born  at  Romford  ia 
Eflex  in  July  1621.  He  was  originally  an  officer 
in  the  army ;  afterwards  governor  of  Deal  Caftle. 
He  embraced  the  principles  of  the  baptifts,  on  being 
led  to  entertain  their  views  by  his  converfation  with 
Dr.  Prefcot,  paftor  of  the  church  at  Dover;  and  wa$ 
baptifed  at  Sandwich,  13th  April  1663.    He  was 
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ordained  elder  of  the  church  at  Dover  on  i3tli 
Ofiobcr  1681.  He  fufFercd  much  for  adherence 
to  his  religious  profeffion ;  and  died  on  the  4ch 
Augufl:  1696,  in  the  75th  year  of  his  age,  having 
obtained  celebrity  for  piety  and  ufcfulnefs.  The 
feverity  of  the  jailor,  at  times,  denied  the  imprifoned 
the  confolation  of  any  aA  of  focial  devotion  among 
themfelves  ;  at  Oxford  they  were  npt  permitted  to 
pray  together  ;  and  even  the  ufual  expreifion  of 
piety  at  their  meals  was  interrupted  by  the  entrance 
bf  the  jailor  in  a  rage,  and  by  his  taunting  enquiry, 
♦*  What  are  you  preaching  over  ypur  meal  ?'* 

The  hiftory  of  thefe  pious  fufferers  affords  examples 
of  the  death  of  perfecutors,  which  virere  fo  circum« 
ftanccd  as  to  mark  a  great  depravity  of  charaftcr^ 
and  the  bafc  principles  by  which  the  men  were 
actuated ;  though  it  belong  not  to  men,  who  are 
incompetent  judges  of  ths  ways  of  Providence,  deci- 
dedly to  pronounce  them  divine  judgments*  Mr» 
Richard  Farmer,  minifter  at  Kiblcy  in  Leiceftcr- 
fliire,  an  hard  (Indent,  and  a  very  aflFccting  preacher, 
by  a  warrant  to  fcize  his  goods,  loft  in  one  year  1 20I. 
One  of  the  informers  againft  him,  who  boafted  on 
a  Chriftmas,  at  Trinkley  market,  of  his  proceedings 
againft  him,  and  declared  cxultingly  that  before 
Candlemas  he  ftiould  by  informations  make  a  good 
portion  for  his  daughter,  was  thrown  from  his  horfe 
as  he  was  riding  home  over  a  boggy  place,  where 
there  was  a  little  bropk,  and  drowned  in  a  quantity 
of  water  not  deep  enough  to  cover  his  body, 
Another  informer,  foon  after  he  bad  fworn  againft 
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Mr.  Farmer,  died  of  a  fwoln  tongue,  without  being 
fufpectcd  of  having  taken  a  felfc  oath.* 

If  the  charafters  which  have  paffed  under  our 
review  be  not  tranfmiited  down  to  our  times  aa 
having  enlarged  the  bounds  of  fcience,  nor  as  having 
diftinguiflied  themfclves  in  the  walks  of  criticifm  or 
philofophy ;  yet  by  their  religious  integrity,  and  by 
their  zeal  and  fortitude,  they  gained  the  refpeft  of 
the  fcft  to  which  they  confcientioufly  adhered,  and 
the  interefts  of  which  they  were  aftive  in  promoting* 
In  the  hiflory  of  that  feet,  though  it  be  a  circum- 
fcribed  theatre  of  feme,  they  have  a  claim  to  ho- 
nourable mention.  The  hardfliips,  loffes,  and  fuf. 
ferings,  which  they  experienced  in  the  caufc  that 
they  efpoufed,  hold  forth  inftructive  warnings  to 
future  times  of  the  malignity  of  an  intolerant  and 
perfecuting  fpirit  among  proteflants ;  and  (hew  us 
with  what  a  flow  progrefs,  and  partial  operation  of 
better  principles,  that  fpirit  had  declined  among  the 
mafs  of  thofe  who  were  diflidents  from  the  church 
of  Rome,  though  an  hundred  and  fifty  years  had 
elapfed  fince  the  feparation  of  England  from  that 
ccclefiaftical  tyranny. 

§ .  4.  y)f  the  fakers. 

THIS  community  of  Chriftians  had,  during  the 
period  preceding  the  Revolution,  fmarted  under 
the  feverefl:  ftrokes  of  the  rod  of  perfecution. 
When,  after  this  event,  the  Aft  of  Toleration  was 

♦  Grofty,  Tol.  iii»-p.  ixai  1x8,  xa4-*i»8. 
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pafTed,  with  a  ddfigo,  at  once  politic  and  generous, 
to  unite  the  proteftants  of  the  different  denominations 
in  an  attachment  to  the  new  government,  againft 
the  adherents  to  popery  and  the  excluded  royal  race  j 
yet  fome  were  adverfe  to  the  extenfion  of  its  bene- 
fits, fo  as  to  include  the  Quakers  under  its  propitious 
influence.  "  The  quakers,"  it  was  declared  m  the 
Houfe,  "  were  no  Chriftians."  Some  members  of 
this  fociety,  who  attended  the  Parliament  to  watch 
the  progrefs  of  the  bill,  and  to  ufe  their  endeavours 
that  it  might  pafs  in  fuch  terms  as  might  yield  an 
effedual  relief  to  their  own  body,  found  it  clogged 
with  a  confeifion,  as  a  ted  upon  the  diiTenters, 
which  carffed  on  its  face  a  dcfign  to  exclude  them  : 
and  they  apprehended  that  it  was  inferted  on  the 
prefumption  that  they  difbelieved  the  Trinity  and 
denied  the  Scriptures,  and  would  therefore  fcruple 
to  accede  to  it.  If  the  principle  on  which  this  claufe 
was  formed,  betrayed  ignorance  of  the  fentiments 
of  the  quakers,  it  mud  be  owned  to  have  refleded 
credit  on  their  fincerity  and  fortitude ;  implying  a 
perfuafion  that  they  would  not,  through  fear  of  fuf- 
fering,  be  betrayed  into  prevarication  and  falfehood. 
The  article  propofed  to  be  inferted  in  the  bill  was 
this  :  "  I  A.  B,  do  profefs  faith  in  God  the  Father, 
"  and  in  Jefus  Chrift  his  eternal  Son,  the  true  God, 
**  and  in  the  Holy  Spirit,  coequal  with  the  Father  and 
^*  his  Son,one  God  bleffed  for  ever :  And  do  acknow- 
**  ledge  the  Holy  Scriptures  of  the  Old  and  New  Tcf- 
"  tament  to  be  the  revealed  will  and  word  of  God/' 
Tl^e  Friends  who  attended  the  Parliament  objected. 


C.   III.  PROTESTANT   DISSENTERS.  371 

on  fcvcral  grounds,  to  this  confcjflion.  One  was  this : 
that  the  phr^Se  the  wofd  of  God.  being  applied  to  the 
books  or  writings  of  theOld  and  NewTeftaraent,  had 
a  fenfe  given  it  different  from  that  in  which  the 
fcriptures  themfelves  ufe  it,  viz.  '^  the  word  that 
**  was  from  the  beginning,  that  was  with  God,  and 
*^  that  was  God/'  A  more  enlarged  principle  of 
objeftioii  to  it  was,  that  they  did  not  cfteem  them- 
felves obliged  to  receive  for  doftrine  the  invented 
terms  or  commandments  of  men  ;  though  they  were 
ready  to  teftify  their  faith  in  the  Trinity,  and  in  the 
fcriptures,  according  to  fcripture  teftimony.  At  the 
advice  of  Sir  Thomas  Clarges  and  other  Members  of 
the  Houfe,  who  were  friendly  to  them,  they  pro- 
pofed  a  profeffion  drawn  up  in  the  following 
terms :  "  I  A.  B.  profefs  faith  in  God  the  Father, 
^'  and  in  Jefus  Chrift  his  eternal  Son,  the  true  God, 
**  and  in  the  Holy  Spirit,  one  God  bleffed  for  ever: 
**  And  do  acknowledge  the  Holy  Scriptures  of  the 
*•  Old  and  New  Teftament  to  be  given  by  divme 
^*  infpiration.'*  It  may  efcape  the  penetration  of 
fome  to  difcern  any  material  difference  between  thelc 
two  formularies  of  faith,  or  to  exculpate  the  latter, 
any  more  than  the  propofcd  form,  from  the  imputa- 
tion of  being  exhibited  in  the  invented  terms  or 
commandments  of  men.  But  it  was  a  form  of  their 
own  drawing  up,  and  fatisfied  the  fcruples  of  their 
minds;  Sir  Thomas  Cliargcs  prcfented  it  to  the 
Houfe;  and  moved,  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
Houfe,  that  this  profeffion  of  faith  (hould  be  ad- 
mitted and  fubftituted  for  the  former.    Thcjnem* 
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bcrs  of  the  Society  of  Friends  who  were  in  waitings 
viz.  Mr.  George  Whitehead,  Mr.  John  Vaughtonj 
Mr.  Wm.  Mead,  and  Mr.  John  Ofgood,  were  called 
in  and  examined.  Their  anfwers  gave  the  Houfe 
fuch  fatisfa6):ion  as  to  their  belief  in  thofe  points  com* 
prehended  in  the  formulary,  as  fecured  the  end  of 
their  attendance,  and  obtained  the  relief  which  they 
folicited  j  for  their  propofed  profeflion  was  incor- 
porated into  the  Aft  of  Toleration:  Whereas  it 
enjoined  and  required  from  the  minifters  and 
preachers,  from  all  in  holy  orders,  or  pretended  holy 
orders,  among  the  other  denominations  of  diflenters, 
an  approbation  of  and  fubfcription  to  the  thirty-nine 
articles,  except  the  34th,  35th,  and  36th,  and  a 
claufe  in  the  20th  ;  and,  in  indulgence  to  thofe  who, 
fcruple '  the  baptizing  of  infants,  that  part  of  the 
27th  article,  which  teaches  infant  baptifm. 

In  another  inftance  this  Aft  of  Toleration  was 
modelled  with  a  peculiar  and  tender  regard  to  the 
fcrupulofity  of  the  Society  of  Friends*  They,  it  is 
well  known,  entertain  a  confcientious  fcruple  againft 
taking  any  oath :  in  the  room,  therefore,  of  the 
oaths  mentioned  in  the  Aft,  and  required  of  other 
diiTenters,  as  a  condition  of  their  title  to  the  benefit 
of  it,  the  people  called  Quakers  were  allowed,  as  the 
term  of  their  claim  to  the  advantages  of  it,  to  fub- 
fcribe  the  following  declaration  only,  viz, 

"I  A.  B.  do  fmcerely  promife  and  folemnly 
"  declare,  before  God  and  the  world,  that  I  will  be 
"  true  and  faithful  to  King  William  and  Queen 
"  Mary. .  And  I  folemnly  profcfs  and  declare,  that 
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«  I  do  from  my  heart  abhor,  deleft,  and  renounce, 
•<  as  impious  and  heretical,  that  damnable  doftrine 
**  and  pofidon,  that  princes  excommunicated,  or 
**  deprived  by  the  Pope,  or  any  authority  of  the 
^  fee  of  Rome,  may  be  depofed  or  murdered  by 
**  their  fubjefts  or  any  other  whatfoever.  And  I 
**  do  declare  that  no  foreign  prince,  perfon,  prelate, 
**  ftate,  or  potentate,  bath  or  ought  to  have  any 
**  power,  jurifdiftion,  fuperiority,  preeminence,  or  au- 
"  thority,  ecclefiaftical  orfpiritual,  within  this  realm." 

The  regulations  which  the  Aft  of  Toleration  ad- 
mitted in  favour  of  this  fcft  did  honour  to  the 
legiflaturc  of  the  day  ;  and  to  the  religious  commu- 
nity, to  whofe  peculiar  mode  pf  thinking  they  were 
adapted.  They  indicated  in  the  former  a  mild  and 
equitable  temper  ;  and  they  implied  that  there  were 
traits  of  charafter  in  the  latter  which  entitled  them 
to  refpeft,  to  commiferation  under  their  fufferings, 
and  to  fecurity  for  the  future.  It  may  be  inferred 
from  thofe  partial  mitigations,  had  the  other  dif- 
fenters  of  that  day  entertained  the  more  juft  and 
enlarged  views  of  later  times  on  the  fubjeft  of  re- 
ligious liberty,  the  Aft  of  Toleration  would  have 
been  formed  on  a  more  liberal  plan.  The  legifla- 
lature  feems  to  have  been  diftinguiftied  more  by  a 
mild  and  yielding  temper,  than  bjr  corrcft  ideas  or 
comprehenfive  views^ 

In  one  inftance  the  Toleration  Aft  was  marked  by 
a  rigorous  fpirit  towards  even  the  Society  of  Friends. 
It  provided,  by  an  cxprcfs  claufe,    ^^  ^hat  nothing 

contained  in  it  fhould  be  conftrucd  to  exempt  any 
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to 

'  of  the  perfons  aforefaid,  from  paying  of  tithes 

*  and  other  parochial  duties  to  the  church  or 
^  minifter,  nor  from  any  profecution  in  any  cc» 
'  clefiaftical  court  or  elfewhere  for  the  fame/* 
^  Although/*  obferves  the  hiftorian  of  this  feft, 

*  the  king  was  principled  againft  perfecuiion^ 
'  yet  this   exemption   was   out  of  his   power  [to 

*  grant,  being  prevented  by  the  coronation  oath. 
'  Many  of  the  profecutions  for  thefe  demands  evi* 
'  dence  that  the  fpirit  of  perfecution  furvived  the 
^  Aft  of  Toleration,  by  the  fevere  and  oppreflive 
^  methods  adopted  by  many  claimants  of  tithes  for 
'  the  recovery  of  their  demands.'**  .j 

In  1695,  many  Friends  were  cad  intoprifon,  and 
fevere  proceedings  were  commenced  againft  others^ 
for  che  non-payment  of  thofe  demands.  Some  alfo 
were  long  detained  in  prifon  on  the  charge  of  con- 
tempt of  the  Courts.  It  was  determined,  under  ihcfe 
circumftances,  to  draw  up  and  prefent  to  the  king  a 
ftatc  of  their  cafe.  This  paper  profeiTed  their  peace- 
able and  quiet  principles  and  deportment ;  it  repre- 
fented  that  they  were  under  deep  fufferings,  in  their 
perfons  and  eftates,  by  tedious  imprifonments, 
feizurcs,  and  fequeftrations ;  that  feveral  members 
of  their  fociety  had  died  in  prifons  ;  that  many 
more  were  under  profecution  in  England  and 
Wales,  to  the  ruin  of  many  families,  chiefly  on 
charges  of  contempt  for  not  anfwcring  upon  oath,  in 
cafes  of  tithes,  when  fued  in  the  exchequer  or  cccle- 

•  Cough's  Uillory  of  the  People    called  Quakers,  vol.  iii. 
p.  ^32—5136. 
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fiaftical  courts,  where  the,  procefs  was  carried  to  ex- 
communication.   It  exhibited,  as  a  plea  for  the  royal 
interference  to  relieve  their  fuflFerings,  various  in- 
ftances,  in  which,  under  the  preceding  reigns,  the 
great  feverities  infli£led  upon  them  had  been  mitigated 
or  redreffed  by  the  exercife  of  regal  influence  or  prero- 
gative ; — in  1 66 1  ,by  King  Charles  lid's  proclamation 
of  grace,  which  releafed  many  from  prifon  -,    in 
1672,  by  his  letters  patent  or  pardon,  purfuant  to 
his  declaration  of  indulgence  to  tender  confciences ; 
in  the  25th  year  of  the  reign  of  that  king,  by  an 
Aft  of  Parliament  granting  his  Majefty's  moft  gra- 
cious and  general  pardon  of  contempts   againft  the 
king;  in  1685  and  1688,  by  divers commifllions  and 
two  general  proclamations  of  pardon,  iflued  by  King 
James  II. ;  in  the  fecond  year  of  King  William  and 
Queen  Mary  by  an  aft  of  gracious,  general,  and  free 
pardon  ;  by  the  queen,  in  releafing  a  poor  innocent 
woman  from  a  long  imprifonment  on  a  fine  in  the 
gaol  of  Lancafter,  in  the  king's  abfence ;  and  by  . 
the  favourable  inclination  the  king  had  flbewn  to 
releafe  two  prifoners  in  Weftmoreland,  on  a  petition 
lately  prefented  to  him.      The  addrefs  concluded 
with  foliciting  the  king,  by  proclamation  or  other- 
wife,  as  feemed  mod  meet  and  convenient  to  his 
wifdom  and  clemency,  to  extend  his  compaflion  to 
the  fufferers  of  that  day,  for  their  lawful  relief  from 
their  confinements,  prifons.  and  hardihips. 

This  cafe  and  petition  were  prefented  to  the  king 
by  Meflrs.  George  Whitehead,  Gilbert  Latey^ 
Thomas  Lowcr^  John  Taylor,  and  Daniel  Quarc : 
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the  laft  perfon  was  known  to  his  Majefty^had  ready 
accefs  to  him,  and  obtained  his  permiifion  to  intro- 
duce the  others.  The  king  gave  them  audience, 
unattended,  in  a  private  apartment.  He  enquired 
to  what  places  they  belonged,  and  of  what  congre- 
gations they  were  minifters  ?  This  gave  Mn  White- 
head an  opportunity  of  explaining  the  nature  of  that 
ofEce,  as  it  was  exercifed  in  their  fociety  ;  and  of 
informing  his  Majefty  that  it  did  not  imply  2^  .per-^ 
manent  connexion  with  a  particular  congregation, 
but  confided  in  viiiting,  as  the  Lord  inclined  them, 
the  meetings  of  friends,  without  receiving  any 
ftipend.  The  king  made  no  reply,  but  feeraed  very 
fcrious,  and  fatisfied  with  the  anfwer.  A  fppy  of 
the  petition  vras  delivered  by  Meffrs.  George -White^ 
head  and  Gilbert  Latey,  with  the  royal  approba- 
tion, to  the  lord  keeper,  Somers  ;  who  received  it 
gracioufly,  and  affured  them  of  his  readinefs,  as  far 
as  the  law  would  admit,  to  comply  with  their  re- 
queft ;  affuring  them  that  the  king  and  himfelf  were 
really  in  their  principles  favourable  to  liberty  of 
confcience.  The  pleafing  refult  of  this  application 
to  the  throne  was,  that  in  afhort  time  after  an  Aft  of 
Grace  was  paffcd,  and  about  forty  friends  were  dif- 
charged  from  prifon  and  reftored  to  liberty.* 

The  indulgent  claufe  in  th^  Aft  of  Toleration 
which  admitted  the  people  called  Quakers  to  the  be- 
nefits of  that  ftatute,  on  their  declaration,  inftead  of 
an  oath,  did  not  enter  into  any  other  Afts  which  re- 
quired an  oath.    Their  principle  not  to  fwear,  not 

f  Gough,  fol.  iii.  p.  366—^99.    « 
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to  make  or  take  oaths,  expofed  them  for  a  refufel 
in  many  of  the  tranfaftions  of  life  to  great  inconve- 
niences and  fufFerings  in  perfon  and  eftate;  difabled 
them  from  receiving  their  juft  debts,  or  defending 
their  juft  claims  and   property ;    precluded  their 
giving  evidence  in  the  courts  of  judicature,  or  an-; 
fwcrs   in  chancery  or   exchequer;    was  a  bar  to. 
their  proving  wills  and  tcftaments',  or  taking  out 
letters  of  adminiftration ;    prevented  their  commcr-, 
cial  tranfaftions  at  the  Cuftom-houfe,  andferviccs. 
in  manorial  courts  ;    deprived  them  of  the  ufe  of - 
their  franchife  in   the  eleftion   of  magiflrates  and, 
Members  of  Parliament ;   and  w^s  the  ground  of 
denying  to  their  young  men,  who  had  even  faiths 
fully  ferved  their  apprenticefliips,   their  freedom  ia 
cities  and  boroughs.     Thefe  were  ferious  evils,  and 
expofed  them  to  unjuft  and  vexatious  fuits.      On 
thefe  grounds  they  petitioned  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons, in  1695,  ^^^  ^^y^  to  bring  in  a  bill  that  their 
folemn  affirmation  or  denial    might   be  accepted, 
inftead  of  an  oath  y    fubmittiqg  that  whofoever  in 
this  cafe  (hould  be  convifted  of  faliifying  the  truth, 
ihould  undergo  like  pains  and  penalties  as  in  law 
andjufticearcdue  unto  perjured  pcrfons. 

A  committee  was  chofen  at  the  meeting  for  fuf# 
ferings  in  London  to  carry  this  bill  into  Parliament 
with  effeft.  They  folicitcd  the  members  in  favour 
of  it  by  perfonal  applicatipns ;  and  Icfp  with  phcm 
copies  of  the  petition,  and  a  ftatement  of  their  prin< 
ciples  and  fuflferings  on  the  grounds  of  confcicntious 
fcruple  ^gainft  violating  the  CQWnaad  of  Chrift, 
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^*  Swear  not  at  all,*'  which  thq^  undcrftood  to  be 
a  pofitivc  prohibition^  Some  weeks  were  fpcnt  in 
thefe  previous  fteps  to  fumifh  the  members  with  a 
dear  knowledge  of  the  nature  of  the  cafe,  and  to 
avoid  an  abrupt  and  hafty  introduction  of  the  peti« 
tion  into  the  houfe.  Having  prepared  the  minds  of 
the  inembers  for  a  reception  of  ir,  they  applied  to 
Edmund  Waller,  efq;  the  fon  of  the  poet  Of  that 
name,  to  prefent  it  to  the  houfe,  an  office  which  he 
cheerfully  undertook  to  do  ;  and  when  he  moved  the 
reading  of  it,  and  afked  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill 
fbmed  on  the  principle  of  it,  the  motion  was'carried 
by  a  great  majority,  and  leave  accordingly  was  given. 
The  patrons  of  the  bill,  who  were  aftive  in  promoting 
it,  were  of  opinion,  that  to  give  a  folemnity  to  the 
atteftation  in  the  courts  of  juflice,  and  to  render  it 
what  Parliament  might  reafonably  require,  it  was 
neceflary  to  introduce  into  the  affirmation  fome  ex- 
plicit and  facred  expreffions  refpeding  the  omnif- 
cience  of  God,  as  *^  I  A.  B.  do*  declare,  in  the 
**prefence  of  Almighty  God.'*  The  friends  of 
the  committee  wiflied  to  have  their  fimple  affirma* 
tion  or  negation  accepted,  without  any  appeal  to  the 
Divine  Being ;  but  in  deference  to  the  opinion  of 
thofe  who  advocated  their  caufe,  they  thought  it 
more  eligible  to  acquiefce,  than  to  riik  the  lofing  of  the 
b8tw  In  this  form  it  paffcd  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
To  facilitate  ^he  carrying  of  the  bill  through  the 
Houfe  of  Lords,  their  cafe  was  reprinted  and  en- 
larged,  and  illuftrated  by  reference  to  the  cafe  of  the 
Menonifts  in  HoUandj  who,  fince  the  year  1577, 
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had  been  fo  far  indulged,  that  their  yea  and  nay 
were  admitted  inftcad  of  an  oath,  fubjeft,  in  cafe  of 
falfifying,  to  the  fame  penahies  as  perjury.  Though- 
King  William  hadaime4  to  fupply  the  vacant  fees 
with  men  of  diflinguifhed  moderation,  fome  bifhops 
of  the  old  caft  ftill  had  feats  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords, 
Thefe  endeavoured  to  fruftrate  the  application  of  the 
Friends.  They  propofed,  inftead  of  the  affirmatioa 
as  it  came  from  the  Commons,  that  more  folenm 
afleverations  (hould  be  adopted,  viz.  ^*  I  call  God^ 
*^  to  wimefs  and  judge,  &c. ;"  "I  call  GoDta 
*'  record  on  my  foul,  and  appeal  to  God  as  a  judge 
*  *  of  the  truth  of  what  I  fay,  &c/'  The  committee 
properly  remarked,  that  thefe  propofed  forms  of 
expreflions,  in  which  the  facred  name  of  God,  as  a 
judge  or  avenger,  was  introduced,,  conflituted  a  new 
oath ;  the  impofition  of  which  would  manifeftly 
defeat  the  end  of  their  petition  to  be  freed  from  all 
oaths  as  contrary  to  their  confcientious  perfuafioa*: 
The  temporal  peers,  who  had  taken  their  fentiments 
on  this  fubjeft,  returned  into  the  houfe,  and  renewed 
the  debate  on  the  bill,  and  brought  the  biihops  to 
concur  in  another  amendment,  viz.  to  add  after  the 
word  Gody  thefe  words,  the  witnefs  of  the  tmtb. 
Having  carried  this  point,  they  reported  it  to  the 
Friends,  andearneftly  perfuaded  them  toacquiefceia 
the  infertion  of  this  additionaf  claufe,  rather  thaa 
lofe  the  bill.  Finding  that  they  could  do  no  bet^r, 
it  was  agreed  to  leave  the  matter  to  the  difcretion  of 
the  temporal  peers  who  efpoufed  their  canfe. ;  So 
the  bill  was  finally  pafled,  with  an  affirmation  ia 
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this  form,—"  I  A.  B.  do  declare  in  the  prefencc  of 
•*  Almighty  God,  the  witncfs  of  the  truth  of 
<*  what  I  fay/' 

A  claufe  was  introduced  into  this  Ad  relative  to 
the  exaftment  of  tithes,  empowering  two  juftices  of 
the  peace,  on  the  complaint  of  any  parfon,  vicar, 
farmer,  or  proprietor  of  tithes,  or  colleftors  of 
tkhes,  that  any  quaker  had  refufed  to  pay  or  com- 
pound for  the  fame,  or  to  pay  any  church-rates,  to 
convene  before  them  fuch  quaker  or  quakers,  and 
to  examine  and  afcertain  on  oath  what  is  due  or 
payable  on  oath  by  fuch  quaker  or  quakers  to  the 
party  or  parties  complaining ;  and  by  order  under 
their  hands  and  feals  to  direct  and  appoint  the  pay-* 
ment  thereof,  li  the  fum  does  not  exceed  ten  pounds; 
or  to  levy  the  money,  thereby  ordered  to  be  paid,  by 
cKftrefs  or  fale  of  goods ;  allowing,  however,  an^ 
appeal  from  the  fentence  and  proceedings  of  fuch 
two  juftices  to  the  next  general  quartcr-feffions. 

This  Aft  was  in  force  for  fevcn  years  only ;  but 
at  the  expiration  of  that  term  it  was  renewed  for 
eleven  years  longer;  and  in  the  year  171 3  it  was 
made  perpetual.  The  terms  of  the  affirmation  ftill 
created  uneafmefs  in  the  minds  of  many  friends,  who 
had  confcientious  fcruples  about  the  ufe  of  them;  as, 
itt  their  opinion,  too  nearly  approaching  the  nature 
df  an  oath,  by  reafon  of  an  implied  appeal  10  God/ 
A  petition  was  prefcnted  to  Parliament  for  another 
amendment  of  it  in  1721,  and  the  prayer  of  it  was 
granted.* 

•  Cough's  Htftory,  vol.  xii.  p.  40H—4i»t 
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While  the  fcruplcs  and  grievances  of  the  Society 
of  Friends  met  with  a  candid  attention  and  a  lifaieral 
rcdrefs  in  thefe  points,  they  were  threatened  with 
the  operation  of  a  new  penal  law.  Dr.  Henry 
Compton,  the  bifhop  of  London,  brought  a  bill  into 
the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  gave  it  his  warm  fupport^ 
for  the  better  pajrment  of  church-rates,  fmall  tithes, 
and  other  church  dues :  it  was  meant  to  extend  the 
penalties  of  the  AA  of  32  Henry  VIIL  for  the  reco- 
very of  predial  tithes  and  finall  tithes,  repairs  of  the 
places  of  public  worlhip^  clerks'  wages,  and  fextons' 
fees.  By  the  operation  of  this  Aft,  a  perfon  might 
be  fubjeft,  for  a  trifling  demand,  of  perhaps  lefs 
than  a  (hilling,  to  the  cxpcnce  of  a  fuit  in  the  ec« 
cleiiaftical  courts ;  and,  in  cafe  he  did  not  obey  the 
monition  of  the  judge  by  paying  the  demand  and 
cods,  to  an  attachment  and  a  commitment  to  prifoo 
without  bail  or  mainprize :  with  this  addition,  that 
it  gave  the  jufticcs  power  to  grant  warrants  to  dif« 
train^  the  goods  of  the  defendants  in  fuch  caufes, 
or  imprifon,  if  no  diftrefs  could  be  found. 

A  bill  fo  threatening  and  fevere  naturally  awakened 
the  attention  of  the  meeting  for  fuffcrings  in  London* 
A  copy  of  the  bill  was  procured;  and  excq>t]ons  to 
it  were  prepared,  to  (hew  its  repugnancy  to  commoa 
lawandjuftice,  and  to  reprefent  its  injurious  afpedk 
on  the  rights  and  property  of  the  fubjeA.  When 
the  day  appointed  for  a  conmiittee  of  the  Lords  to 
fit  upon  it  arrived,  fome  of  the  friends  in  London 
were  admitted  to  an  audience.  The  Biihop  of 
London,  as  chairmao^  interrogated  them  oa  the 
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grounds  of  their  objeflions  to  it.  Mn  Whitehead 
replied,  that  the  reafon  ai&gned  in  the  A&  of  17 
Charles  h  for  abolifhing  the  flar-chamber  and  high 
commiflioa  courts,  he  conceived,  with  fubmiifiony 
applied  to  the  pending  bill ;  as  giving  abfolute 
power  to  die  ecclefiaftical  courts,  their  judges  and 
ordinaries,  to  pais  definitive  fentence  without  appeal^ 
and  conveying  to  them  the  power  of  becoming  ar- 
bitrary and  oppreffive.  The  temporal  peers  con* 
duAed  the  confereiice  with  great  civility  and  kindnefar: 
after  much  difcourfe,  the  bifliop  aiked  if  they  had 
any  exceptions  to  offer  in  writing.  He  was  anfwered 
in  the  affirmative,  and  a  fiatemenc  of  their  exceptions 
was  produced.  The  general  reafon  againft  it,  offered 
by  Mr.  Whitehead,  ^was  more  fully  reprefented,  and 
the  application  of  it  to  particular  parts  of  the  bill 
minutely  exhibited.  Special  obje£lions  were  alleged 
againft  the  feverity  of  the  bill  in  not  admitting  or 
providing  for/  the  party  cited  any  legal  excufe,  in 
cafe  of^abfence  on  a  long  journey,  or  being  prevented 
from  appearing  by  bccafions  of  emergency;  and 
againft  the  indifcriminate  equality  of  the  penalties 
which  it  enaded.  It  viras  urged,  that  it  exceeded  in 
feverity  theftatute  32  Henry  VIII.  c.  7,  and  invefted 
the  ecclefiaftical  courts  with  a  greater  and  more 
abfolute  power.^  Thefe  reprefentations  had  their 
cffeft.     The  bill  was  laid  afide.* 

When,  after  the  treaty  of  peace  concluded  at  Ryt 
wick  in  1697,  addreffes  of  congratulation  were  pre* 
fented  to  the  king,  from  many  quarters,  and  by  other 

*  Cough's  Hiiloryi  voLiii.  p.  4x0-^4x4. 
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focieties  of  proteftants,  this  fociety  refpeAfuUy  and 
gratefully  adverted,  in  their  addrefs,  to  the  liberty  of 
coofcience  granted  to  his  fubjeSs  of  different  perfua^ 
ilons,  and  efpecially  to  their  dWn  large  participation 
of  his  favours,  which  ^'  they  efteemed  it  th€ir  duty 
*^  gratefully  to  commemorate  and  acknowledge,  ear- 
*^  neflly  befeeching  Almighty  God  to  ai&ft  him  to 
profecute  all  fuch  bis  juft  and  good  intentions^  that 
his  days  here  might  be  happy  and  peaceable ;  ^nd 
^  he  might  hereafter  partake  of  a  lafting  crown 
•'  that  would  never  fade  away/'* 

The  A&  of  Toleration,  even  in  the  more  benign 
afpedl  which  it  aflumed  towards  this  people,  though 
it  reftrained,  was  not,  inftantly,  efficient  enough  to 
fupprefs  the  fpirit  of  perfecution..  They  did  not 
long  enjoy  the  pacific  advantages  of  that  ASt  without 
moleftation.  In  1698,  fome  clergymen  of  Norfolk, 
at  the  inftigation  of  one  who  had  left  the  fpciety^ 
challenged  fome  friends  in  the  neighbourhood,  and 
others  in  London,  to  a  public  meeting  in  the  pariih 
church  of  Weft-Dereham ;  at  whicji  they  endea- 
voured to  draw,  from  many  book»  written  by  fome 
of  the  fociety,  with  which  they  had  been  fumiihed, 
concluiions  iojurious  to  that  community.  They  were 
foiled  in  this  attempt.  Difappointed  in  their  hopes 
from  a  verbal  controverfy,  they  had  recourfe  to  the 
prefs ;  and  publifhed  two  calumniating  trads,  in 
which  they  reprefented  the  members  of  the  fociety 
as  feditious,  and  their  principles  as  blafphemous : 
and  to  prepare  the  way  for  further  attempts  againft 

•  GoQgVs  Hiftoryt  foL  iii.  p.  4x6. 
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the  fccurity  and  peace  of  this  fociety,  they  prefentcd 
ihcfc  trafts  to  the  members  of  Parliament.  Mr. 
George  Whitehead  was  aftive  in  preparing  anfwcrs 
to  thefe  pamphlets,  both  to  deteft  their  ungenerous 
aims,  and  to  refute  their  injurious  and  acrimonious 
aflcrtions.  In  the  mean  time  Mr.  William  Penn 
drew  up,  printed,  and  circulated  among  the  members, 
a  brief  and  manly  remonftrance  againfl:  the  afperfions 
and  conduftofthe  clergy;  expreffing  not  "afur- 
**  prize  at  being  evilly  intrcated,  but  ajuft  expcc- 
**  taiion,  that  if  confcience  prevailed  more  than  con* 
♦*  tention,  and  charity  over-ruled  prejudice,  they 
•*  might'  hope  for  fairer  quarter  than  from  their 
•«  adverfaries.**  Neither  alhamed  nor  overawed  by 
this  remonftrance,  the  clergy  and  their  abettors  pro- 
ceeded in  their  defign,  and  prefented  to  the  Houfc 
of  Commons  a  petition  againft  the  SocJety  of  Friends  j 
replete  with  general  inveftives.  They  expreffed  their 
refentmenc  at  the  daily  increafe  of  the  Quakers,  and 
the  mischiefs  and  dangers  which  this  increafe  threat- 
ened to  the  nation:  they  affefted  to  fufpeft  their 
teachers  of  being  Romijh  emijfaries  in  difguife  j  whom 
they  charged  with  boldly  fpreading  their  venomous 
doftrines  every  where  under  pretenfions  to  a  divine 
infpiration;  and  they  profefTed  to  be  alarmed  at  the 
tendency  of  their  blasphemous  hooks  and  pernicious 
principles^  as  tending  to  fubvert  the  fundamentals  of 
chriftianity,  and  to  undermine  the  civil  governnient. 
The  prayer  of  the  petition  was,  '^  that  the  princi- 
^*  pies  and  prafticcs  of  this  people  might  be  ftriflly 
*^  examined,  and  cenfured,  and  fuppreifcd,  as  to  th^ 
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«*  wlfdom  of  the  Hotife  might  fccm  expedient j  with 
•*  whatfocvcr  tendernefs  to  their  pcrfons  and  eftates/' 
As  if,  truly,  penal  ftaiutes,  dcftroying  the  libefty 
and  ruining  the  eftaties  of  men,  could  confift  with 
much  tendernefs  and  lejyty ;  as  if  imprifonmcnt  and 
fines  were  meafures  of  mildncfs. 

Two  clergymen,  Mr.  John  Meriton  and  Mr^^L.^ 
TopclifF,  attended  attJie  Houfe  to  folicit  fomc  Mem- 
bers to  introduce  th^petition,  A  copy  of  it  had 
been  procured  by  the  aftive  partizans  of  the  focicty, 
who  fliewed  it  to  feveral  Members  of  Parliament ; 
and  pointed  out  its  direA  tendency  to  make  void  the 
Aft  of  Toleration,  and  to  fupcrfedc  the  liberty  of 
confcience  granted  by  the  government.  The  times 
were  now  changed,  and  more  liberal  fcntiments  were 
adopted  in  refpeft  to  religious  liberty^  than  had  pre- 
vailed in  former  reigns.  The  members  of  Parlia- 
ment determined  to  fet  their  faces  againft  a  petition, 
the  malignant  confequences  of  which  .were  at  firft 
obvious.  The  rcprefcntatives  of  the  county,  into 
whofe  hands  it  had  been  put,  were  indeed  brought 
into  a  dilemma  ;  under  the  profpeft  of  difobliging 
the  clergy  and  their  adherents,  or  of  afting  contrary 
to  their  own  judgment,  and  the  general  fcntiments 
of  the  Houfe.  On  mature  deliberation  they  declined 
moving  it  on  a  petition,  which  they  were  fenfiblc 
would  be  immediately  rc^efted.  This  conduft,  how- 
ever, though  at  once  wife  and  liberal,  did  not  dif- 
courage  the  corporation  of  St.  Edmundfbury,  in 
Suffolk,  from  bringing  forward  another  peiiiion  of 
the  fame  fpirit  and  tendency.     It  reprcfentcd  that 
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HO  ancient  herefies  had  ever  been  fo  formidable  in 
their  rife  and  progrefs  ais  was  that  of  the  qnakers ; 
who,  it  dated,  were  ^^  in  their  clandeftine  conftitn- 
*^  tion  oppofite  to  the  eftabliflied  policy ;  in  their 
•*  principles  of  faith,  antichriftian }  of  government, 
*^  antimonarchical  ;    ia    points  of  doArine,    antU 
*'  fcriptural ;  and  in  pradices,  as  to  their  monthly, 
**  quarterly,  and  yearly  meetings,  illegal."      This 
{>etition,  after  the  rejeAion  idf  that  from  Norfolk, 
was  foon  difpofed  of.    The  members  for  Suffolk, 
who  had  declared  their  averfion  from  the  principles 
of  that  application  to  the  Houfe,  would  not  violate 
their  own  judgment  and  confiftency  of  charafter  fo 
far  as  to  introduce  this ;  and  to  the  mortification  of 
thofe  magiftrates  who,  during  the  exiftence  of  the 
penal  laws,  had  fignalized  their  promptitude  to  per- 
fecution,  this  attempt    to  regain   the   power   of 
harailing  their  innocent  fellow-fubjcAs  was  defeated 
by  the  fupprei&on  of  their  petition.* 

The  laft  aft  of  the  general  body  of  the  Society  of 
Friends  in  this  period  of  their  hiftory  was  an  ad- 
drefs  to  the  throne.  After  the  Parliament  had 
fettled  the  fucccffion  to  the  crown  in  Sophia  the 
Eleftrefs  of  Hanover  and  her  heirs,  and  while  ELing 
William  was  in  Holland,  the  fuperfeded  monarchy 
James  II.  died  on  the  1 7th  September  1 703  at  the 
palace  of  Germain's  in  France ;  and  his  fon,  by 
order  of  the  French  fovereign,  was  proclaimed  King 
of  the  Britifti.  This  meafure  of  the  French  court 
roufed  the  general  indignation  of  the  Englifh  j  and 
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on  the  king's  return  from  the  Continent  addreflips 
were  fent  from  all  quarters,,  expreiEve  of  gratitude 
for  the  revolution^  and  of  loyalty  to  him  and  to  the 
houfe  of  Hanover.    The  Society  of  Friends^  who 
heretofore  had  been  conftrained  to  lay  before  tim 
throne  complaints  of  grievances,  were  ready  on  tbii^ 
occafion,  with  a  lively  {qnk  of  the  liberty  an4 
iavouT  which  they  enjoyed,    to  approach  it  witl| 
warm  fentiments  of  duty  and  gratitude  in  an  addrei^, 
prefented  by   thpir  rcfpeftablc  members  George 
Whitehead,  William  Mead,  and  Francis .  Camfield^ 
to  ^^  a  prince  whom  they  believed  God  had  pro^ 
^^  moted   and    principled  for  the  good  ends  of 
c^  government ;  idiom  God  by  his  ^mighty  power 
^^  had  eminently  prefcrved,  and  made  exemplary  in 
^V  prudence  as  well  as  goo(^e&  to  othq:  kings  and 
f  ^  princes^  whereby    his  memorial  would  be    rc^ 
**  nowned  to  pofterity."  Their  addrcfs  was  favour^ 
9ibly  received  by  the  king,  who  in  anfwer  replied, 
V  I  have  prc^Aed  you,  and  {hall  prot^f):  you  :*■ 
and  on,  a  pacufyl  of  it  in  bis  do&t,  it  was  under^ 
ilpod  that  he  expreflbd/his  particular  approbation. 
It  was  fome  years  before  it  appeared  in  the  Gazette; 
and  foch  wjas  the  ^irit  of  the  times,  that  advatitag^ 
yfdiS  taken  of  thi^  delay  to  deceive  the  pul^Ijc  by  ^ 
ridiculous  fabrication,  publifLied  in  (bme  of  t^e  new^C- 
papers,  as  their  addrei^,  in.  which  they  wqrp  reprcr* 
feqte4  as  ufing  expreffipps  fo  blunt  s^nd  ui^mannerly 
as  befpoke  audacity  and  ipjCplence  rather  than  th^ 
honeft  iimplicity  of  this  .iocicty«    Such  rqprefenta* 
tions  fcrved  to  gratify  fpleen,,  and  to  m^ke  an  im« 

c  c   2 
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()rcffion  on  prejudiced  minds ;  though  the  forgery 
was  foon  detected  by  the  publication  of  the  real 
addrcfs.* 

Sortie  charafl^ers  which  appeared  duringthefe  rimci 
id  this  communhy,  have  received  from  the  pea  of 
its  hiftorian  a  particular  tribute  of  refpe^l.  AlBOng 
thefc  was  Alexander  Parker j  born  near  Boltotf  ia 
Lancafhire,  who,  at  an  early  period  of  his  lifc^  emw 
braced  the  principles  of  this  people,  and  became  an  ' 
eminent  miniiler  among  them.  He  was  the  compa^ 
uton  of  George  Fox,  when  he  was  fcnt  up  by 
Colonel  Racket  to  Oliver  Cromwell ;  and  travelled 
with  him  on  various  journies,  in  different  parts  of 
England,  in  Scotland,  and  into  Holland,  in  t<684. 
**  He  was  one  in  the  number  of  the  worthies  of  that 
•^  age  who  were  given  up  to  the  fervice  of  their 
**  Maker,  and  to  the  promoting  of  pure  religion 
••  and  the  praftice  of  piety,  as  the  principal  purpofe 
•*  of  their  lives."  -With  this  view  he  took  many 
journies  by  himfelf  in  the  excrdfe  of  his  miniftry. 
He  fevcral  times  fuffered  by  imprifoniment  and  fines. 
The  laft  twenty  years  of  his  life  he  refided  in  Lon- 
don, and  was  very  fcrviceablc  with  others  in  folici- 
tations  to  government  for  the  relief  of  their  friends 
under  fufferings;  for  which  offices  the  comelinefs 
of  his'  perfon  and  deportment  particularly  qualified 
him.  He  was  the  author  of  feveral  treatifes  and 
epiftlcs  to  the  focicty ;  and  concluded  his  a£livc  and 
benevolent  exertions  and  well-fpent  life  with  great 
peace  on  the  9th  of  March  1688—9.1 

•  Gougb,  p.  455— 45<*  t  Oough,  p.  237— t. 
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Another  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends  at 
this  period,  who  diftinguifhed  himfelf  by  his  virtues 
and  labours,  was  Mr.  Robert  Lodge ^  a  frequent  com- 
panion of  Mr.  John  Burnyeat  in  his  miniftry  and 
journies  in  Ireland.  He  was  born  about  the  year 
1636,  at  Mafham  in  Yorklhire,  in  which  place  he 
afterwards  refided.  In  his  youth  his  mind  bad  a 
(Irong  tindure  of  religion,  and  his  underftanding 
was  opened  to  behold  it  under  fuch  views  of  its 
purity  and  refinement,  before  he  had  heard  of  the 
people  called  quakers,  that  in  frequent  converfations 
which  he  had  with  the  clergy,  he  difcovered  appre- 
henfions  of  its  nature  fuperior  to  thofe  which  were 
entertained  by  them.  On  the  appearance  of  fome 
members  of  that  fociety  in  his  neighbourhood, 
about  the  year  1654,  he  embraced  their  fentimcnts 
in  the  eighteenth  year  of  his  age.  He  was  after- 
wards looked  on  as  poiTeiCng  eminent  gifts  for  the 
miniftry,  and  travelled  in  the  exercifc  of  it  through 
different  parts  of  England  and  Ireland  ;  and  was 
inftrumental  to  awaken  in  many  ferious  confideration 
of  their  ways,  and  religious  defires  after  the  attain- 
ment of  peace  and  future  happinefs.  He  was  twice 
imprifoned ;  once  at  York  1 660^  and  again  at 
Wakefield  in  1665.  He  died  on  the  7th  of  July 
1690,  with  afercnity  of  mind  which  fupported  him 
above  the  fear  of  death,  like  one  falling  into  an  eafy 
ilccp.  His  laft  words  were  "  Blcfled  be  God,  I 
•'  have  heavenly  peace.**  "  He  was  a  man,**  we  arc 
told,  "  of  an  amiable  difpofition,  cultivated  by 
♦'  pure  religion  j  a  preacher  of  rightcoufnefs,  no 
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*^  lefs  in  the  whole  tenour  of  his  life  and  circnmipeft 
^^  conver&tion  than  in  word  or  doArine  ;  whereby 
^^  he  acquired  the  general  efteem  of  his  friends  and 
*'  neighbours,  and  left  an  honourable  and  fpotlefo 
**  reputation  behind  him.** 

In  the  (ame  year  died  Mr.  Thomas  Salthouse^.zxk 
intimate  in  the  family  of  Judge  Fell,  when  Mn 
George  Fox  came  to  Swarthmore ;  whofe  preaching 
wrought  conviAion  in  him,  and  in  the  greateft  part 
of  the  family.  Having  been  commiifioned  to  preachy 
he  fpent  a  confiderable  portion  of  his  life  in  travell« 
ing,  and  labouring  to  promote,  particularly  in  the 
weftem  counties,  the  reception  of  what  he  deemed 
to  be  the  truth ;  and  for  his  teftimony  to  it  he 
fuffered  repeated  imprifonments,  attended  with 
circumftances  of  feverity  and  ignominy;  being 
detained  in  gaol,  (when  thofe  who  had  been  appre- 
hended with  him,  had  been  releafed,)  through  his 
inability  to  pay  fines,  or  to  procure  fecurities  on 
account  of  his  great  diftance  from  home,  as  well  as 
being  treated  as  a  vagrant.  After  feme  years  he 
appears  to  have  married  and  fettled  in  Cornwall ; 
but  he  continued  frequently  to  vifit  diflfcrent  parts 
of  the  kingdom  3  and  although  he  efcaped  imprl- 
fonment,  he  was  not  fecure  againft  the  malignity 
of  informers.  At  the  funeral  of'  a  refpcftable 
member  of  the  focicty  in  December  1681,  he  ad- 
drejQTcd  a  mixed  audience,  in  a  fuitable  exhortation 
*'  to  ferioufncfs  and  fobriety,  reminding  them  of  the 
•*  certainty  of  death  and  judgment,  and  a  retribution 
^!  according  to  their  works."  '*  Onfuch  an  occafion. 


*^  and  to  fuch  an  aflembly  of  many  good  Cfariftians, 
^  loyal  fubjedts,  and  profeflbrs  of  the  proteftant 
**  religion,  one  would  fcarccly  expcS,"  obferves  the 
hiftorian,  ^^  that  reminding  men  of  their  morcality,^ 
^^  and  inciting  them  to  prepare  for  death,  could  have 
^^  been  liable  to  the  penalties  of  the  law :''  yet  upon 
the  oath  of  two  informers  feveral  prefent  were  con- 
viAed  unheard,  and  fined  for  a  conventicle  by  three 
juftices  i  and  the  goods  in  the  ihop  of  Mr.  Salthoufb 
were  diftrained  to  the  value  of  c^gl.  9s.  ^d.  to  pay 
a  fine  of  2qL  for  preachings  In  1683,  he  and 
feveral  others  were  committed  to  Launcefton  gaol  f 
and  for  declining  to  take  an  oath,  they  were  brought 
to  the  fummer  afiizes,  where  the  oath  was  agaio 
tendered  to  them  in  open  court.  Upon  convidioA 
of  refufing  it,  they  were  on  a  fentence  ofpramunir^ 
detained  three  years  in  prifon,  till  King  Jaipes';| 
general  pardon  releafed  them.  After  this,  Mr, 
Salthoufe  renewed  and  continued  his  paftoral  vifits, 
till,  about  the  60th  year  of  his  age,  death  deter# 
mined  all  his  labours  and  fufferings.  He  is  fpokea 
of  as  '^  a  man  of  good  natural  capacity,  and  adorned 
^^  with  an  excellent  gift  in  the  miniftry ;  remarkably 
^^  affable  and  pleafaut  in  his  converlation,  which 
««  procured  him  the  refpeftful  regard  of  many  others 
*^  as  well  as  of  friends."  He  addrcfled  to  them  fomo 
excellent  epiftles;,  and  was  the  author  of  fome 
valuable  trafts.* 

A  third  chara^er  which  recommends  itfelf  to  our 
notice  in  the  biography  of  the  Society  of  Friends, 
at  this  period,  is  that  of  Mr.  Charles  Marjhalh 

•  6o\igh,  ut  ante;  p,  %ss^^$%^ 
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born  in  Briftol  in  April  1637;  by  profciSon  an 
apothecary  and  chemift;  a  man  who  was  accounted 
worthy  of  double  honour  in  his  own  religious  com- 
munity J  and  who,  for  the  innocence  and  integrity 
of  his  life,  had  obtained  a  good  refpeft  among  his 
acquaintance  and  neighbours.  He  defcended  from 
religious  and  virtuous  parents,  who,  as  the  faithful 
guardians  of  his  tender  youth,  directed  his  education 
with  a  view  at  once  to  the  cultivation  of  virtuous 
difpofitions  in  him,  and  to  the  furnilhing  of  his  mind 
with  literature.  His  mother  took  him  to  the  reli- 
gious aflemblies  of  the  Independents  which  ftie 
frequented,  and  fometimes  to  thofe  of  the  baptifts  ; 
and  he  accompanied  her  to  hear  minifters  of  every 
denomination  who  were  in  the  greatcft  reputation 
for  zeal,  experietfce,  and  piety.  He  himfelf  from 
his  childhood  conceived  an  abhorrence  of  every 
degree  of  profancncfs  and  immorality,  and  delighted 
in  reading  the  fcriptures.  He  accuftomed  himfelf, 
as  he  advanced  in  years,  to  fpend  much  time  in  the 
fields  and  woods,  out  of  the  fight  and  obfervation  of 
men,  in  the  exercifes  of  devotion.  His  inducement 
10  this  was  a  diffaiisfaflion  with  the  conduft  of  many 
in  the  different  religious  communities  of  the  day,  on 
account  of  their  having  fallen,  as  he  conceived,  into 
a  mere  lifelcfs  and  empty  profclEon,  He  had  there- 
fore left  them,  and  accuftomed  himfelf  to  thefe 
folirary  retirements,  and  alfo  aflbciated  with  fome 
other  perfons  who  thought  as  he  did.  He  fpent  one 
day  in  the  week  with  them  in  farting  and  prayer, 
fecking  relief  from  a  confiift  of  fpirit,  in  ijicir  relU 
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gious  feelings  and  views.  This  feleft  party  was 
vifited,  in  1654,  by  Mr.  John  Cam  and  Mr.  Joha 
Aucklind,  minifters  among  the  people  called 
quakers.  The  preaching  of  the  latter  arrefted  the 
atteniion  of  Mr.  Marftiall,  and  brought  him  over  to 
his  fentimcnts.  After  many  years,  in  1670,  he 
became  a  minifter  among  them.  In  the  fame  year 
he  commenced  his  travels  in  that  charafter,  through 
the  neighbouring  counties  of  Wiltfliirc  and  Gloce^ 
terfhire,  and  purfued  them  fo  far  as  to  Kendal  la 
Weftmoreland,  returning  through  Chelhire  and 
Worccfterftiire.  He  contiiMied  his  journies  to  the 
year  1672,  without  any  interruption  from  informert^ 
cither  by  imprifonment  or  by  levying  of  fines  under 
the  Conventicle  A&.  He  experienced  many  deliver- 
ances from  difficulties  and  dangers  which  attended 
him.  At  one  time  having  the  fands  to  crofs  near 
Ulverdon  in  Lancaihire,  he  was  oii  the  point  of 
attempting  it,  in  company  with  four  others,  being 
told  by  two  perfons  who  lived  on  the  other  fide  of 
the  river  that  he  might  do  it  with  fafety;  bat 
(topping  from  an  impreifion  on  his  own  mind,  he 
received  intelligence  that  it  would  be  dangeious  to 
venture  to  do  it  at  that  time,  and  defided ;  and  in 
about  an  hour  the  fea  overflowed  the  fands  to  the 
extent  of  feveral  miles.  In  1674,  he  was  dragged 
through  a  gallery  out  of  the  mceting-houfe  at  Cla- 
vcrton  in  Somerfetfliire,  with  fo  much  violence,  by 
a  magidrate,  that  it  caufed  a  fpitting  of  blood,  and 
was  attended  with  a  contufion,  of  which  he  long 
after -complained.    He  was  a  great  fofferer  in  the 
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forfeiture  of  his  goods  for  tithes;  and  in  1682,  was 
coofined,  by  a  profecution  before  the  barons  of  the 
exchequer^  two  years  in  Fleet  prifon.  He  met  with 
many  trials  of  his  faith  and  patience,  in  his  affiduotis 
endeavours,  conjointly  with  Mn  George  Fox,  to 
he^l  diflentions  which  broke  out  about  1677^  in 
the  Society  of  Friends,  in  coofequence  of  the  oppo- 
fition  made  by  John  Wilkinfon  and  John  Story  to 
the  eftablifhment  of  an  orderly  difcipline.  He  con- 
tinued his  labours  ai^d  journies,  with  many  trying 
cxercifes  of  body  and  mind,  for  the  greateft  part  of 
twenty  years }  giving  up  his  time,  fubftance,  and 
Arength,  to  the  objeAs  of  his  miniftry.  On  his  laft 
journey  to  Briftol  and  the  Weftem  Counties,  in  1698, 
)ie  was  viiited  with  a  lingering  indifpoiltion,  which^f 
according  to  a  prefage  and  fettled  opinion  of  bis 
own  mind,  proved  mortal.  Having  paiTed  a  life  of 
faithfulnefs,  integrity,  and  extenfive  benevolence, 
in  the  fervice  of  God  and  man,  he  felt,  in  the 
afiured  profped  of  his  approaching  change,  that  the 
work  of  righteoufnefs  was  peace,  and  the  eflfeft 
thereof  quietnefs  and  afliirance  for  even  His  ex- 
preflions  and  counfels  to  thofe  who  viiiced  him  in  an 
illnefs  of  four  months,  frequently  attended  with 
great  pain,  clearly  evidenced  that  he  felt  no  decay 
in  love  to  his  brethren,  in  uniyerfal  benevolence,  or 
in  his  fpiritual  abilities  ;  and  borne  up  fuperior  to 
his  afflidion  by  the  fecurity  of  his  confcience,  he 
was  ftrengthened  to  bear  his  painful  fenfations  with 
much  patience  and  calm  refignation  to  the  divine 
win*    He  ftrongly  recommended  to  (om?  of  Tm 
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brethren  in  theminiftry  two  things,  which  were 
weightily  impreffed  npon  his  own  mind.  One  point 
which  he  urged  on  their  attention,  to  ufe  his  owii 
words,  was,  **  that  they  would  gather  down  unto 
^^  the  immortal  feed  and  word  of  life  in  themfelves^ 
<*  and  be  exercifed  in  it  before  the  Lord  ;  and  duly 
'*  prize  and  fet  a  right  value  upon  the  many  out- 
^<  ward  and  inward  bleifings  that  the  Lord  has 
"  eminently  beftowed  upon  them  fince  the  morning 
"  of  the  day  of  his  Uefied  vifitation ;  then  Ihall  they 
•'  grow  and  be  prefervcd  in  a  living  frefhnefs  to  Him, 
**  and  the  Lord  will  continue^^his  mercies  to  them. 
*^  and  they  ihall  not  want  his  divine  refrefhing  pre- 
*^  fence  in  their  meetings  together  before  Him/* 
The  fecond  was  that  ^^  thofe  friends  to  whom  the 
**  Lord  had  given  great  eftates,  ought  to  caft  their 
^<  bread  upon  the  waters,  and  to  do  good  therewith 
**  in  their  life  time ;  for  thofe  that  are  enjoyers  of 
^^  fuch  things,  fhould  fee  that  they  be  good  ftewards 
^*  thereof/'  As  his  lad  moments  approached,  ha 
clofed  his  eyes  with  his  own  hands^  and  with  com- 
pofure  of  mind  refigned  his  foul  to  God  in  the  Std 
year  of  his  age.  He  was  himfelf  a  living  example 
of  that  virtuous  and  holy  condud  which  he  incul- 
cated ;  he  was  the  advocate  of  the  poor  with  the 
opulent,  recommending  felf-dcnial,  hofpitality,  and 
liberality,  rather  than  high  living  -,  and  the  charity 
to  which  he  exhorted  others  he  exhibited  in  his 
own  pradice,  particularly  in  fupplying  the  fick  with 
advice  and  medicine,  the  hungry  with  food,  and 
the  naked  with  raiment. 
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Afr.  ydbn  Crook  was  another  member  of  the 
Society  of  Friends,  whofe  name  is  come  down  to  us 
with  peculiar  teftimonies  of  refped.  He  was  a  man 
of  literature,  poflefled  a  good  edate,  and  was  in  the 
commiflion  of  the  peace  for  Bedfordfhire.  In  the 
year  1654,  and  about  the  37th  of  his  age,  con- 
vinced by  the  miniftry  of  Mr.  George  Fox  and 
Mr.  William  Dewfbury,  he  embraced  the  principles 
of  the  Friends,^  and  became  a  member  of  their  com« 
munity.  On  this  his  commiifion  was  taken  away. 
He  entered  with  fuch  ardour  of  feeling  into  the 
fentiments  and  fpirit  4>f  this  body  of  chriftians,  that 
lie  became  not  only  a  very  ferviceable  member  of 
their  community,  but  a  preacher  of  didinguiflied 
gifts, /^  as  an  eloquent  man,  and  mighty  in  the  fcrip« 
^*  tures,  and  highly  cfteemcd/*  As  long  as  the 
ftate  of  his  health  permitted,  till  he  was  ^ifabled 
by  a  complication  of  painful  maladies,  he  travelled 
as  a  minifter  through  different  parts  of  the  nation, 
particularly  in  Bedfordlhire  and  the  neighbouring 
counties.  He  was  a  great  fqfferer  for  the  teftimouy 
of  a  good  confcicnce,  being  repeatedly  expofed  to 
the  fevcrities  of  unmerited  profecutipns.  At  differ- 
ent times  he  was  confined  for  months  in  the  gaols 
of  Newgate,  Huntingdon,  arid  Aylcfbury.  On  the 
fl5th  of  June  166^,  Mr.  Crook,  with  two  other 
other  brethren,  one  s^^phyfician,  and  the  other  a 
goldfmith,  men  of  property  and  charafter,  without 
being  charged  with  any  crime,  or  the  ground  of  aa 
indiftment,  were  tried  at  the  bar  of  the  Old  Bailey ,1 
and  a  fentence  ofpramunire  was  ps^cd  oa  them  for 


CI 


cm.  PROTESTANT  DISSENTERS.  997. 

rcfufing  ta  take  the  oath  of  allegiance  before  Judge 
Twifdcn.  On  this  occafion  Mr.  Crook  pleaded  with 
ability  and  intrepidity,  on  the  principles  of  the 
Englifh  conftitution  and  laws,  agaiiift  the  illegal 
proceedings  of  the  court.  He  and  his  fellow  pri- 
foners  demanded,  before  the  jury  brought  in  iheir 
vcrdiA,  their  privilege  to  make  their  defence;  but  it 
was  refufed  them.  The  Chief  Judge  oh  the  bench 
remarked,  thit  *'  if  the  quakers  had  liberty  to  fpeak^ 
they  would  make  themfelves  famous,  and  their 
judges  odious.'*  An  officer  of  the  court  was 
commanded  to  flop  their  mouths,  which  he  did  with 
a  dirty  cloth.  Immediately  after  fentence  was  pafled^ 
their  eftates  w«re  fcized.  On  the  23d  of  July  thejr 
were  fet  at  liberty,  it  was  fiippofcd,  by  the  king-t 
prdcr.  During  their  confinement  Mr.  Crook  drew 
up  and  Committed  to  the  prefs,  a  narrative  of  the 
the  trial ;  ^<  that  the  king  and  nation  might  not  be 
"ignorant  of  the  meafurcs  purfued,  and  their  ten- 
"  dency  to  dcfpotifm,  and  the  ruin  of  the  fubjeft."* 
As  Mr.  Crook  advanced  in  life  he  was  afflided 
with  frequent  and'  fcvere  paroxyfms  of  the  ftone, 
during  which  he  was  never  known  to  utter  an  impa^. 
tient  word ;  and  when  the  extremity  of  the  fit  was 
over,  he  would  thankfully  exprefs  the  inward  joy 
and  peace  of  mind  that  he  had  felt  in  it.  He  died 
on  the  26ih  April  1699,  at  his  houfe  in  Hertford, 
in  the  8  2d  year  of  his  age.  Mr.  Gough  has  prc- 
ferved  a  letter  to  his  children  and  grandchildrert, 
written  fcarccly  two  months  before  his  death,  full  of 

•  Gough,  voL  i.  p.  sit'^s^^ 
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t^cighty  counfcls,  cxprcffcd  with  vigour,  and  breath-* 
ing  a  fpirit  of  elevated  piety •• 

We  have  refcrved  for  this  place  the  names  oCtwo 
moft  diftinguiflied  members  of  the  Society  of  Friends* 
They  died,  indeed,  before  thofe  whom  we  have 
already  noticed ;  but  they  may  with  propriety  clofe 
the  lifl:  of  worthies  in  that  community,  as  perfons 
juftly  held  in  peculiar  refped.  The  individuals  to 
whom  we  relate  were  Rob.  Barclay  and  George  Fox. 

Mr.  Robert  Barclay ^  the  fon  of  Colonel  David 
Barclay,!  was  born  at  Edinburgh  in  the  year  1 648. 
He  was  defcended  on  the  paternal  fide  from  the 
ancient  and  honourable  family  of  the  Barclays,  of 
Mathers,  in  the  kingdom  of  Scotland  ;  and  on  tlie 
maternal,  from  that  of  Catherine  Gordon,  of  the 
houfe  of  the  Duke  of  Gordon.  The  firfl:  rudiments 
of  his  education  were  received  among  the  Calvinifls 
in  his  own  country.  In  an  early  period  of  his  life 
he  was  removed  to  Paris,  for  a  more  extenfive  edu- 
cation, under  the  tuition  of  his  uncie,  prefident  of 
the  Scotch  college  in  that  city.  Ekre  he  received, 
from  the  impreflions  made  on  his  immature  judg- 
ment, a  ftrong  bias  in  favour  of  the  principles  of 
the  Catholic  faith.  In  1664,  he  returned  home; 
having  acquired  a  competent  knowledge  of  the 
fciences,  and  attained  to  a  great  proficiency  in  the 
French  and  Latin  tongues.  He  could  write  and 
ipeak  the  latter  language  with  great  facility  and  cor- 
rcftnefsj  and  he  afterwards  made  himfclf  matter  of 

•  Gough,  vol.  iii.  p.  433— 44X- 
t  See  the  laft  edition  of  Neal^  vol.  r*  p.  zx;. 


C.  Hit  FROTJ^STANT   DISSENTERS.  399 

the  Greek  and  Hebrew.  During  his  abfence  hit 
father  joined  in  fellowfhip  with  the  people  called 
qaakers.  The  religious  converfation  and  circum-^ 
fytd  example  of  his  father,  and  his  intercourfe  with 
others  of  the  fame  profeflion^  direfied  the  attentbn 
of  the  young  Barclay  to  their  principles  ;  difpofed 
him  to  think  rery  favourable  of  their  religious 
triews,  as  producing  a  condud:  in  life  rcQiarkably 
confident  with  the  precepts  and  fpirit  of  the  gofpel; 
and  induced  him  to  attend  their  meetings.  In  the 
19th  year  of  his  age  he  made  a  public  profefHon  of 
their  fentiments,  and  became  an  aftive  and  zealous 
member  of  their  community;  and  received  the 
miniftry  among  them  as  his  greateft  honour.  A 
dear  conception,  an  extenfive  reach  of  thought,  a 
clofe  and  convincing  manner  of  reafoning,  delivered 
in  a  plain,  unaffeAed,  neat  ftyle,  combined  with  con^ 
fiderable  literary  attainments,  in  union  with  a  calm- 
nefs  of  temper,  qualified  him  to  be,  both  m  writing 
and  difcourfe,  an  able  and  powerful  advocate  of  the 
focicty  to  which  he  had  joined  himfelf.  In  1675, 
on  the  14th  of  February,  he  and  Mr,  George  Keith 
held  a  public  difputation  with  fome  (Indents  in  divi- 
nity, at  Aberdeen,  on  the  principles  of  their  reli- 
gious profefiion ;  the  (Indents,  having  numbers  on 
their  fide,  handled  the  fubje£l  that  came  into  dif- 
cuffion  with  difgraceful  levity,  fell  into  clamour  and 
per(bnal  abufe,  and  vaunted  themfelves  in  a  vidory 
which  they  had  not  obtained.  The  difputation 
ended  as  ufual  in  tumult  and  diforder,  and  alfo  with 
throwing  of  clods  and  ftoncs.    Four  (ludents  who 
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were  prcfcnt,  but  not  difpuiants,  were,  however^ 
fo  iraprcflfcd  with  the  arguments  offered  by  the 
advocates  of  the  Friends,  that  they  joined  the  fociety. 
Mr.  Barclay  afterwards  publiflied  •'  a  true  and  faith-. 
**  ful  account  of  the  moft  material  paiTages  of  this 
**  Difputation,  conducted  before  fome  hundreds  oC 
•*  wjtneffcs."  In  1676,  fome  members  of  the  Society, 
to  the  number  of  thirty-four,  were  caft  into  prifon  by 
the  magiftrates  of  Edinburgh,  on  the  ground  of  a 
declaration  iffaed  by  the  council  to  enforce  the  A&s 
of  Parliament  againfl  conventicles;  and  were  dc* 
tained  three  monthe,  before  they  were  called  to  the 
tribunal  of  the  commiflioners  of  the  privy  council, 
to  hear  the  libel  exhibited  againft  them,  and  to  fee 
tip  their  defence.  After  an  hour  or  two  fpent  by 
the  court  in  deliberation  on  their  defence,  the  pri- 
foners  were  called  in  one  by  one,  and  feverally  afkcd, 
**  Whether  they  would  oblige  themfelves  not  to  go 
**  any  more  to  meeting  ?'*  which  every  one  of  them 
refufing  to  do,  fome  of  them,  among  whom  was  Mr. 
Barclay's  father,  were  fined  each  one  fourth  of  their 
refpeftive  valued  rents  for  keeping  conventicles;  and 
an  eighth  part  of  the  faid  valued  rents  each  for 
withdrawing  from  the  public  worfliip ;  and  feveral 
were  fined  to  an  eighth  part  for  their  wives*  tranf- 
greffions  in  the  fame  way.  Others  who  were  not 
poffcffed  of  landed  property,  were  fined  in  fums 
of  money  of  40I.  30I.  25I.  or  Icfs  each ;  and  all  were 
remanded  to  prifon  till  the  fines  were  paid.  Their 
numbers  were  foon  increafcd  by  the  repeated  impri- 
fonments  of  others,  apprehended  at  religious  meet? 
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ings.  Oa  this,  Mr.  Barclay  being  ia  London,  gained 
admittance  to  the  king^  delivered  to  him  a  narra- 
tive of  the  proceedings  and  of  the  fevcrity  of  the 
magiftratcs,  and  interceded  that  the  caf^  of  his  inu 
prifoned  friends  might  be  recommended  to  the 
favourable  notice  of  the  Council  of  Scotland.  The 
king  accordingly  direfted  the  Earl  of  Lauderdale  to 
recommend  it  to  their  confideration.  The  council 
referred  it  to  their  former  commijEoners,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  three  others.  In  the  iffue  it  was  decreed 
that  on  paying  their  fines  they  Ihould  be  releafed, 
as  were  the  next  morning  all  who  had  been  impri- 

'foned  fince  the  others  were  fined. 

In  1677,  Mr.  Barclay  accompanied  his  friends, 
William  Penn,  George  Fox,  and  George  Keith,  on 
a  journey  to  Holland,  to  vifit  the  members  of  thehr 
community  in  the  United  States,  and  in  fome  partji 
of  Germany,  Barclay  and  Penn  proceeded  to  Ker- 
ford,  the  refideqce  of  Elizabeth  Princefs  Palatine, 
and  aunt  to  King  George  L  who,  under  a  folicitous 
concern  of  mind  on  a  religious  account,  had  carried  on 
an  epiftolary  correfpondence  with  Mr,  Penn.*  Mr. 
Barclay  is  faid  on  this  tour  to  have  recommended  his 

.  doftrines,  not  only  by  the  exemplarinefs  of  his  man- 
ners, but  by  the  cheerfulnefs  and  agreeablenefs  of  his 
converfation.  In  1677,  Mr.  Barclay  prefented  an 
excellent  letter  to  the  public  miniflers  afTembled  in  si 
congrefs,  held  at  Nimeguen,  to  reftorc  the  peace  of 
Europe ;  copies  of  it  in  Latin  were  delivered  to  the 
ambai&dors  of  the  Emperor,  of  the  kings  of  Great* 

/  Gottgh,Tol.u.p.  ax7,459>  4661  485*  , 
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Britain,  Spam,  France,  Sweden,  the  States  General, 
&c. ;  and  were  received,  it  is  related,  with  great 
marks  of  edeem  and  refpeA.  The  author  informs 
them,  that  a  fight  of  the  miferies  produced  bjr  war, 
\irhich  he  witneiTed  on  his  viflt  to  Holland  and 
Germany,  firfl:  fuggefted  to  him  the  idea  of  writing 
this  addrefs.  The  defign  of  it  was  to  lay  open 
the  true  caufes  of  war  and  bloodfhed  ;  the  dreadfiil 
and  barbarous  confequences  attending  it ;  and  the 
only  certain  and  undeniable  means  of  attaining,  by 
the  purfuit  of  chriflian  principles,  true,  lading,  and 
folid  peace*  Voltaire  remarks  on  this  tour  through 
the  continent  by  Mr.  Barclay  and  his  affociates, 
**  The  Friends  fowed  the  good  feed  in  Germany, 
but  reaped  very  little  fruit ;  for  the  mode  of 
ihee4ng  and  ihou-ing  was  not  approved  of  in  a 
**  country  whcare  a  man  is  perpetually  obliged  to 
"  employ  the  titles  of  Highnefs  and  Excellency/** 
Mn  Barclay  after  this  ^^  paired  his  life  in  a 
''  peaceful  retirement;  having  a  large  family,  which 
**  he  governed  with  great  dignity,  wifdom,  and. 
difcretion;  living  always  decently  and  honourably 
upon  his  own  fortune,  which  was  confiderable.'' 
He  had  attained  only  to  the  42d  year  of  his  age, 
when  he  died  at  his  own  houfe  at  Ury,  in  Scotland, 
on  the  3d  of  Odlober  1690.  His  ficknefs  was  (hort, 
his  temper  of  mind  through  it  was  calm  and  ferene ; 
and  he  clofed  his  eyes  with  firm  confidence  in 
God.  a  friend,  in  his  courfe  of  travels  through 
thofe  parts,  calling  on  him,  he  expreffed  his  love  ta 

*  Goadby's  Britifh  Biography,  to1«  Tiu  p.  iJ^%. 
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all  the  faithful  friends  in  England,  who  kept  their 
integrity  in   the  truth;    and  defired  that  the  af- 
furance  of  his  aflFeftion  might  be  carried  to  the 
friends  in  Cumberland  where  his  vifitor  refided,  and 
at  Swarthmore,  and  to  the  faithful  every  where, 
adding,  *'  God  is  good  dill,  and  though  I  am  under 
"  a  great  weight  of  weaknefs  and  ficknefs,  yet  my 
"  peace  flows ;  and  this  I  know,  whatever  exercifes 
^^  may  be   permitted  to  come  upon  me,  they  (hall 
tend  to.  God's  glory  and  my  falvation,  and  in  that 
I  reft^"     Ample  and  honourable  teftimonies  were 
borne  to  his  charadler  and  talents  by  thofe  of  his 
own  perfuafion.*  The  eulogy  on  him  by  Mr.  Wm. 
Penn,  who  was  well  acquainted  with  him,  may  be 
acceptable  to  the  reader.    **  He  loved  the  truth  and 
*•  way  of  God,  as  revealed  among  us,   above  all 
^*  the  world,  and  was  not  afliamed  of  it  before  men^ 
^^  but  bold  and  able  in  maintaining  it ;    found  in 
<*  judgment,  ftrong  in  argument,  cheerful  in  fuflFer- 
*'  ings  J  of  a  pleafant  difpofition,  yet  folid,  plain, 
•*  and  exemplary  in  converfation.    He  was  a  learned 
*^  man,  a  good  chriftian,  an  able  minifter,  a  dutiful 
fon,  a  loving  huftand,  a  tender  and  carcfiil  father, 
an  eafy  mafter,  and  a  good  and  kind  neighbour 
**  and  friend.     Thefe  eminent  qualities  in  one  who 
*^  employed  them  fo  fcrviceably,  and  who  had  not 
^*  lived  much  above  half  the  life  of  a  man,  aggra- 
*•  vatcd  the  lofs  of  him,   efpecially  in  that  nation 
"  where  he  lived.'*     A  more  modem  writer,  in  very 

•  For  fpecimens  of  which  fee  Gough,  toI.  iii.  p.  247—8  J  and 
Kippis's  Biographia  Britennica,  yd.  i.  p.  59^,  *c,  »ote  1. 
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cxpreffive  and  handfomc  terms,  has  concifcly  drawn 
his  charafter:  **  He  was  a  man  of  eminent  learning 
**  and  abilities,  fmcerely  pious,  and  uniformly  vir- 
<*  tuous.  He  was  very  benevolent  and  charitable, 
*'  and  remarkable  for  the  government  of  his  paflions, 
^*  and  the  meeknefs  andfweetnefs  of  his  temper."* 
A  Scots  poet,  writing  of  Mr.  Barclay's  two  brothers, 
William  and  John,  concludes  with  thefe  verfott 
upon  Robert: 

<<  But  lo !  a  third  appears,  with  ferious  air, 
**  His  Princess  darling,  and  his  country^s  care. 
*'  See  his  religion,  wliich  £o  late  before 
**  Was  like  a  jumbled  mafi  of  drofs  and  ore, 
<^  Refined  by  him,  and  burni(hM  o'er  with  art, 
**  Awakes  the  fpirtt,  aod  attracts  the  heart.'' 

After  his  deceafe,  Dr.  Kippis  informs  us,  his  widow 
received  many  letters  of  condolence,  not  only  from 
friends  of  his  own  religious  perfuafion,  but  from 
other  perfons  olF  rank  and  charaAer.  Seven  chil- 
dren furvived  him,  all  of  whom  were  alive  in 
Oftober  1 740,  fifty  years  after  their  father's  death. 
His  defcendants  at  that  time  amounted  to  between 
lixty  and  fcventy.f 

His  works,  admired  for  the  ftrength  and  power 
of  reafoning  which  they  difplay,  and  for  the  perfpi- 
cuity  and  accuracy  of  language  in  which  they  arc 
written,  were  coUefted  together,  and  publifhed  in 
London  in  1692.  Befidcs  the  trafts  already  men- 
tioncd,  the  mod  diftinguiOied  of  his  publications 

<  Goadby's  Briti(h  Biography,  vol.  vii.  p.  143* 
t  Biographia  Britannica,  Tol*i»  p.  6o»« 
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were,  "  The  Anarchy  of  the  Ranters,"  (a  fcft  of 
that  day)  '*  and  other  Libertines  j"  "  The  Hierarchy 
^^  o\  the  Romanifts  and  other  pretended  churches 
'^  equally  refufed  and  refuted,  in  a  two-fold  apology 
^<  for  the  church  and  people  of  Goo^  called  in  de- 
*^  rifion  Quakers,  &c/*  This  is  pronounced  to  be 
^^  a  learned  and  excellent  treaiife,  containing  as  much 
^^  found  reafoning  as  any  book  of  its  iize  in  ours, 
"  or  perhaps  in  any  modern  language,**  Another 
treatife,  in  which  many  weighty  points  arc  difcuflcd 
with  great  judgment  and  moderation,  and  which 
exhibits  a  noble  defcription  of  chriftian  beneficence, 
penned  by  him  in  the  prifon  of  Aberdeen,  was 
entitled,  ^^  Univerfal  Love  confidered,  and  eflabliihed 
**  upon  its  right  foundation,  &c/*  But  the  moft 
celebrated  of  his  works  was  his  *'  Apology"  for  the 
Quakers,  publifhed  in  Latin  at  Amfterdam  in  1676, 
in  4to.  Two  copies  of  it  were  immediately  fent  to 
each  of  the  public  minifters/then  at  the  Congrefs  of 
Nimegucn,  who  received  11  with  all  imaginJ^b!c 
favour  and  refpefl.  In  1678,  the  author  publifhed 
an  Englilh  tranflation  of  it,  and  it  was  quickly 
tranflated  into  High  Dutch,  Low  Dutch,  French, 
and  Spani(h.  It  has  been  univerfally^  allowed  to 
furpafs  every  thing  of  its  kind,  and  to  fet  the  prln* 
ciples  of  the  Society,  in  whofe  defence  it  was  written, 
in  the  faircft  light  poffiblc.  The  numerous  anfwers 
to  it  at  home  and  abroad-only  contributed  to  make  it 
more  read  and  more  cdeemed.  It  has  given  to  the 
name  of  the  author  a  diifufive  and  permanent  cele« 
brity  and  reputation*    A  very  elegant  edition  of  it 
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came  from  the  prcfs  of  Mr.  Baflcerville.*  It  reflcds 
no  honour  on  the  candour  and  impartiality  of  the 
German  ecclefiaftical  hiftorian  Moiheim,  that  he 
endeavours  to  depreciate  this  elaborate  work  j 
afcribes  to  the  author  a  duplicity  foreign  to  his  real 
charafiier,;  and  infinuates  that  he  has  given  a  fallacious 
account  of  the  principles  of  the  Quakers :  whereas 
it  has  been  obferved  by  another  biographer,  **  that 
*^  the  moft  bitter -of  his  antagonifts  have  conftantly 
^*  owned  that  the  author  of  the  *  Apology*  was  a 
**  man  of  great  candour  and  charity;  one  who  loved 
*^  truth  fincerely ;  and  did  not  make  ufe  of  his  great 
*^  learning  and  abilities  in  order  to  impofe,  by  the 
•*  ftrength  of  them,  his  o\tm  opinions  on  weaker 
**  minds."  A  writer  of  the  French  Encyclopedic, 
under  the  word  Quaker,  has  declared,  *^  I  am  not 
**  afhamed  to  own  that  I  have  read  Robert  Bar- 
**  clay's  Apology  for  Quakerifm  over  and  over 
'^  again  with  fingular  fatisfa6):ion  ;  and  am  con- 
"  vinced  that,  taken  altogether,  it  is  the  moft  rea* 
*^  fonable  and  moft  perfeft  fyftem  which  has  ever 
^*  been  conceived/*  § 

This  work  is  addreifed  to  King  Charles  II.  in  a 
dedication,  as  important,  curious,  and  extraordinary 
as  any  part  of  it.  Among  many  ftriking  paffagcs 
the  following  has  been  felefted  as  a  fpeciraen  of  the 
manly  freedom,  of  the  ftrong  yet  decent  ffrain  of  it. 
^*  There  is  no  king  in  the  world  who  can  fo  expcri^ 

•  For  a  Kft  of  the  Anfwers  to  the  Apology,  fee  Biogr.  Britan. 
vol.  L  p.  596,  note  f. 

§  Bipgr.  Brit*  vol.  i.  p.  5971  note  f. ;  and  Gougb}  toI,  ii.  p.  405 . 
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"  mentally  tcftify  of  God's  providence  and  good* 
**  ncfs ;  neither  is  there  any  who  rules  fo  many  free 
*^  people,  fo  many  true  chriftiansj  which  thing  ren- 
*•  ders  thy  government  more  honourable,  thyfelf 
"  more  confiderablc,  than  the  acccflion  of  many 
<^  nations  filled  with  flayifh  and  fuperftitious  fouls. 
**  Thou  haft  tafted  of  profpcrity  and  adverfity  ;  thou 
**  knoweft  what  it  is  to  be  baniflicd  from  thy  native 
^'country  ;  to  be  over-ruled,  as  well  as  to  rule  and 
*  ^  fit  upon  the  throne ;  and  being  oppreffcd,  thou 
"haft  reafon  to  know  how  hateful  the  oppreffor  is 
**  both  to  God  and  man.  I^  after  all  thofe  warn- 
**  ings  and  advertifements,  thou  doft  not  return  unto 
the  Lord  with  all  thy  heart,  but  forget  Him  who 
remembered  thee  in  thy  diftrefs,  and  give  up  thy- 
*•  felf  to  follow  luft  and  vanity,  furcly  great  will  be 
**  thy  condemnation/' 

About  the  time  of  Mr.  Barclay's  birth,  Mr.  Geo. 
Fox,  who  is  regarded  as  the  author  and  founder  of  the 
feft  called  (fakers,  began  to  preach.  He  was  bora 
atDraytoninLancafhirc,  1624.  About theycar  1648, 
he  commenced  public  teacher  in  Manchefter,  and  its 
neighbouring  towns.  From  this  fpot  he  extended 
his  journies  and  labours  through  the  counties  of 
Derby,  Leicefter,  and  Northampton  j  infifting  on 
his  leading  principle,  "  that  every  man  was  cnlight* 
^«  ened  by  the  divine  light  of  Chrift ;"  inveighing 
againft  injuftice,  drunkennefs,  and  other  prevalent 
vices ;  and  under  an  apprehenfion  that  he  had  received 
a  divine  command,  afluming  a  particular  ftyle  of 
addreffing  perfons,  and  refraining  from  the  ufual 
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modes  of  cxprcffing  civility  and  rcfpeft  to  others.* 
He  expofed  hirafelf,  both  by  his  preaching  and  fin- 
gularities  of  pradice,  to  reproach  and  infult ;  was 
repeatedly  cad  into  prifon  in  various  towns  ;  and 
at  times  fcarcely  efcaped  with  his  life  from  the  mad- 
nefs  of  an  infuriated  mob.  The  trial  of  confinement 
was  often  aggralvated  by  peculiar  circuniftances  of 
rigojur  and  hardfhip;  by  the  menaces  of  jailors  j  by 
rudenefs  and  incivility ;  by  the  exclufion  of  friends 
who  were  not  permitted  to  vifit  him ;  by  the  intrufion 
of  enemies,  who  were  allowed  to  force  their  com-- 
pany  on  him,  to  gaze  at  him,  and  difpuce  with  him ; 
by  the  peculiar  incommodioufnefs  of  his  apartments^^ 
and  by  the  nuifances  attached  to  them.  Previouily  to 
the  period  at  which  we  now  take  up  his  hidory^  Mr. 
Fox,  in  company  with  other  members  of  his  religious  . 
community,  took  (hipping  from  England  in  167 1,  to 
vifit  the  Weft-Indies  and  other  parts  of  the  BritiQi 
dominions  in  America.  After  a  paflage  of  nearly  two 
months  they  landed  at  Barbadoes.  Here,  before 
and  after  fome  of  his  friends  had  left  him  and  pro- 
ceeded to  the  iflands  of  Antigua  and  Nevis,  he  held 
nJany  large  and  fatisfaftory  meetings  both  for  wor- 
Ihip  and  difcipline,  free  from  any  interruption  from 
the  governor,  who  had  received  him  on  his  vifit 
with  remarkable  kindncfs.  From  Barbadoes  he 
paffed  over  to  Jamaica,  in  company  with  fome  ad-r 
herencs  to  his  principles.  The  governor,  magif- 
trates,  and  people  in  general,  afforded  them  a  kind 
reception.  Their  meetings  were  quiet  and  numerous. 

*  Our  edition  of  IJeal,  vol.  iv.  p.  31, -and  potcs,  p.  34-^i« 
^Bd  notes  p.  36,  a7j,  50a,  503,  509,  643* 
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Maqy,  and  amongft  them  fome  pcrfons  of  the  higher 
clafs,  were  brought  over  to  their  profeffion.     Wc 
next  find  him  and  fome  of  his  coadjutors  in  Nlarj- 
land,  after  a  tedious  and  difficult  paflage,  owing  to 
contrary  and  tcmpefluous  winds^  through  the  Gulf 
of  Florida.    But  thefe  pious  worthies,  zealous  of 
the  caufe  bf^  as  it  appeared  to  their  minds,  evangelical 
truth,  were  not  difcouraged  or  diverted  from  their 
afiive  exertions  by  perils  by  land  or  perils  by  fea* 
Soon  after  their  difembarking,  they  joined  a  general 
meeting  of    friends  held  for  four  days  at  Weft 
River,  and  after  this  another  at  CliiFs.    Thefe  two 
general  meetings  being   over,    the  friends    from 
Europe  paned  company.  '  Mn  Fox,  and  they  who 
joined  him,  failed  by  boat  to  the  eaftern  fhore,  where 
they  held  meetings ;  at  which,  befides  many  per* 
fons  of  quality  of  the  country,  one  of  the  Indian 
kings  and  fome  other  Indians  attended,  who  owned 
the  truth  of  his  dodrine,  and  deiired  that  it  mighc 
be  ftated  to  their  people.    They  then  took  their 
'  journey  to  New  England,  an  cnterprizc  of  great 
difficulty  and  peril.  In  their  journey  they  fpent  fome 
little  time  in  Longlfland,  and  attended  a  half-yearly 
meeting  of  friends,  for  four  days,  at  Oyfter-Bay* 
After  fome  (lay  in  Long  Ifland,  they  proceeded  by 
ihip  to  Rhode  Ifland,  to  attend  the  general  meeting 
to  be  convened  there  for  the  province  of  New 
England,  which  continued  by  adjournments  fix  days* 
His  next  ftage  was  at  Shrewfbury  in  Eaft-Jerfey. 
From  this  place,  with  the  affiftance  of  Indian  guides^ 
they  purfued  their  journey  through  the  woods  to 
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Maryland.  After  contending  with  numerous  diffi. 
ciiltics,  they  reached  Newcaftlc  in  five  days,  where 
Mr.  Fox  was  hofpitably  entertained  by  the  govcr-: 
nor,  and  held  a  large  meeting  at  his  houfe ;  which 
afforded  great  fatisfadion  to  the  people,  who  in 
tendernefs  confefled  the  (ruth  of  the  do£lrines  pub** 
lifhed  amongft  them.  In  three  days  of  rery  fcverc 
travelling,  they  reached  the  houfe  of  a  friend  at 
Myles  River  in  Maryland  ;  where  they  held  feveral 
meetings,  both  amongft  the  inhabitants,  and  amongft 
the  Indians,  to  whom  Mr,  Fox  fpoke  by  an  inter- 
preter, who  were  very  ferioufly  attentive  to  his 
doftrine,  and  {hewed  a  very  afficftionatc  refpcft 
to  himfelf.  They  next  vifited  Virginia  and  Carolina. 
Their  labours  were  not  confined  to  the  precinds  of 
the  Englilh  government,  but  they  included  in  their 
tours,  ftimulatcd  by  the  fentiment  of  univerfal  love, 
the  Indians  in  the  back  fettlements,  whom  they  ad- 
dreffed  by  an  interpreter  ;  and  who  well  received 
their  labours,  profeffing  that  "  they  underftood 
**  what  was  fpoken,  and  that  it  was  very  good,*' 
In  1673,  he  embarked  at  Fotuxant  for  BriftoU  It 
is  a  proof  of  the  philanthropy  and  equity  of  Mr. 
Fox's  fpirit  and  principles,  that  he  exhorted  the 
inembers  of  the  fociety  to  exercife  peculiar  kindnefs 
towards  their  negro  flaves,  to  inftruft  them  in  chriftia- 
nity,  and  to  inftill  into  them  the  fear  of  their  Creator ; 
to  fee  that  their  overfeers  treated  them  with  huma<* 
nity  and  gentlenefs  j  and  after  certain  years  of  fcrvi- 
tude  to  fet  them  free.  This  generous  advice.  Which 
was  approved  and  obfcrvcd  by  the  members  of  the 
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fociety  of  friends,  gave  offence  to  the  other  inhabit- 
ants at  Barbadoes,  and  excited  a  general  alarm.* 
Alike  honourable  to  Mr.  Fox  is  the  epiftle,  which 
in  the  year  1682,  full  of  anxious  concern  for  the 
conduft  of  his  friends  in  every  quarter  of  the  world, 
he  wrote  to  thofe  in  Pennfylvania  and  the  adjacent 
provinces,  in  an  elevated  ftrain  of  morality,  exhort- 
ing them  to  juftice  and  liberality  in  all  commercial 
tranfadions.  He  advifed  them  not  to  let  avarice, 
tempt,  them  to  take  advantage  of  the  circumftanccs 
or  ncceffity  of  others,  or  to  enhance  their  gain  ia 
exorbitant  profits,  but  to  fell  on  moderate  terms. 
On  the  other  hand,  when  the  prices  werp  too  low  to 
give  a  profit  equal  to  the  neceflary  qccafions  of  the 
proprietors,  to  purchafe  at  an  advanced  rate,  having, 
an  eye  more  to  the  public  good  than  to  private  in- 
tereft.  To  beware  of  fetting  their  hearts  on  riches^  . 
if  their  trade  increafed  through  a  reputation  for 
juftice  and  fair  dealing,  left  they  (hould  lofe  the 
image  of  God,  in  which  the  dominion  over  the 
creature  is  retained*  Not  to  extend  trade  beyond- 
their  capitals  and  their  ability  to  manage  it:  to  cir- 
cumfcribe  themfelves  within  fuch  limits  as  would 
enable  them  to  be  punctual  to  their  engagements, 
and  regular  in  their  payments.  Not  to  let  out  their 
defires  after  extenfive  poffefEons  and  greatnefs  in  the 
world,  left  they  fhould  be  abforbed  in  the  incum- 
brances thereof,  like  the  rich  fool  in  the  parable, 
whofe  barns  were  too  little :  earneftly  enjoining^ 
the  practice  of  righteoufnefs,  fidelity,  and  mercy,  on 

*  Cough,  ToL  iii,  p.  49* 
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thofc  who  were  tnagiftrates,  or  advanced  to  public 
trufts,  by  the  exhortations  of  fcripturc.* 

After  his  return  to  England  Mr.  Fox  was  caft 
into  Worcefter  gaol,  on  the  ridiculous  charge  of 
having  ^'  held  a  meeting  from  all  parts  of  the  nation 
«•  for  terrifying  the  king's  fubjcfts.'*  During  his 
^  imprifonment  he  was .  attacked  with  an  alarming 
£cknefs,  and  his  recovery  was  very  doubtful.  His 
wife,  (who  was  the  widow  of  Judge  Fefr,)  to  whom 
he  was  married  in  1659,  went  to  London  to  petition 
the  king  for  his  release ;  which  he  was  willing  to 
grant  in  the  mode  of  a  pardon :  this,  as  it  feemed 
to  imply,  ifnot  an  acknowledgment,  yet  confcioufnefs 
cf  guilt,  Mr.  Fox  declined  to  accept,  and  chofc 
lather  to  await  the  decifion  of  a  court  of  juflicc.  By 
his  trial,  after  a  feverc  confinement  of  two  years,  he 
was  honourably  acquitted.  He  then  went  to  Hol- 
land. On  his  coming  home,  a  fuit  was  inftituted 
againft  him  for  refufing  to  pay  tithes.  His  oppo- 
nents were  fuccefsful,  and  he  was  obliged  to  fubmit 
to  the  confequences.|  In  1684  he  again  vffited  the 
continent;  and  on  his  return,  finding  his  health 
and  fpirits  were  much  impaired  by  inceflant  fatigues 
and  long  imprifonments,  he  defided  from  travelling^ 
and  fpent  his  latter  years  in  London  aiud  its  vicinity, 
as  aflFording  him  an  opportunity  of  rendering  the 
mod  eflential  fervices  to  his  friends,  efpecially  to 
foeh  as  were  under  perfecution.  He  continued  his 
public  duties  as  a  minifter  till  within  a  few  days  of 

*  Gougb,  vol.  iii*  p.  147,  148* 
}  Rees' Cyclopedia,  4to«  article^  George  Fok, 
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his  death,  which  happened,  after  a  fliort  illnefs,  da 
the  13th  of  January  1690,  when  he  was  in  the 
67th  year  of  his  age.  Mr,  William  Penn,  who 
was  with  him,  reports,  that  he  was  fo  calm  in  bis 
fpiriis  to  the  laft^  as  if  death  were  hardly  worth 
notice,  recommending  to  thofe  about  him  the  dif- 
periion  of  ^^  an  epiftle  he  had  lately  written,  and»  * 
^  above  all,  the  care  of  friends,  efpecially  thofe  ia 
*•  Ireland  and  America;'*  twice  over  repeating,  ^*mind 
**  poor  friends  in  Ireland  and  America.**  To  fomc 
who  vifited  him,  and  enquired  how  he  felt,  he  an- 
fwercd,  *^  Never  heed;  the  Lord's  prefence  is  over 
*^  all  weaknefs  and  death ;  the  feed  reigns  ;  blefled 
**  be  the  Lord.**  He  was  tall  and  corpulent ;  very 
temperate,  eating  little  and  fleeping  lefs ;  a  man  of 
good  natural  talents,  and  very  converfant  in  the 
fcriptures ;  though  his  exprei&ons  might  found  un- 
couth and  unfafhionable  to  nice  ears,  his  matter 
was  inftrufiive,  weighty,  and  profound ;  and  he  ex- 
celled in  prayer.  The  reverence  and  folemnity  of 
his  addrefs  and  behaviour,  and  the  fervency  and  full- 
nefs  of  his  words,  often  ilruck  ftrangers  with  admi- 
ration. ^^To  man  he  was  an  original,  being  no 
^^  man's  copy."  High  commendation  is  bellowed 
on  his  meeknefs,  humility,  and  moderation.  His 
fufferings  bore  teftimony  to  his  fortitude,  patience^ 
and  refignation :  his  piety,  lincerity,  and  purity  of 
intention,  were  evinced  by  his  incei&nt  zeal  through 
life.  His  funeral  was  attended  by  a  great  concourfe 
gf  friends,  and  others  of  various  parties.     Hk 
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•works  were  collcfted  in  three  volumes  folio ; 
confiding  of  his  journal,  epiflles,  and  do£lrinai 
trcatifcs.f 

t  Encyclopedia,  ut  ante;  Gougb>  vol.  iii.  p.48i  $%,  569  S3 9 
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CHAPTER  IV. 


New  Charitable  Institutions. 


THE  mind  turns  with  pleafure  from  a  furvey  of 
the  coUiiion  of  fentiments  among  various  feds, 
and  of  the  interefts  of  peculiar  parties,  to  the  review 
of  meafures  that  unite  men  in  the  purfuit  of  one 
good  dcfign';  or  raife  in  their  breads  an  emulation  in 
promoting  knowledge  and  virtue,  and  advancing  the 
improvement  of  mankind.  If  the  period  through 
which  we  have  carried  our  hiftorical  refearch  was 
marked  by  contefts  and  dilfentions,  by  fufferings 
nobly  fupported,  by  virtuous  ftruggles  in  the  caufc  of 
liberty,  and  by  mutual  bickerings  and  jealoufies^  it 
was  diftinguilhed  by  the  commencement  of  feveral 
benevolent  inftitutions,  and  by  the  execution  of  plans 
of  extenfive  ufefulnefs. 

When  zealous  proteftants,  alarmed  by  the  fpirit 
and  meafures  of  the  government  in  the  reign  of 
James  11.  were  diftrefled  with  apprehenflons  of  the 
rapid  fpread  of  Popery,  many  in  and  about  the  me- 
tropolis held  meetings  for  inftrudlion  and  devotion. 
Such  aflbciations  had  hitherto  been  maintained  only 
by  the  puritans  and  diflenters.    The  members  of 
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the  eftablifticd  church  now  entered  into  them  with 
ferioufncfs  and  ardour  j  and  applied  to  their  minifters. 
Dr.  afterwards  Bi(hop  Beveridge,  and  Dr.  Horneck, 
preacher  at  the  Savoy,  to  afford  them  direftion  and 
fuperintendance,  and  to  fupply  them  with  forms  of 
prayer.  Bcfides  the  rules  for  the  management  of 
their  meetings,  it  was  particularly  recommended  to 
the  members  of  thefe  focieties,  "  to  love  one  another: 
•'  when  reviled,  not  to  revile  again :  to  Ipcak  evil 
**  of  no  man  :  to  wrong  no  man :  to  pray,  if  pof- 
«*  fible,  fevon  times  a  day :  to  keep  clofc  to  the 
•^  church  of  England  :  to  tranfafl:  all  things  peacc- 
**  ably  and  gently :  to  be  helpful  to  each  other : 
to  ufe  themfelves  to  holy  thoughts  on  coming  in 
and  going  out:  to  examine  themfelves  every 
**  night :  to  give  every  one  his  due :  to  obey  fu- 
**  periors,  both  fpiritual  and  temporal."*  They  were 
reftraincd  by  the  rules  of  their  affociation  from  dif- 
courfing  at  their  meetings  on  any  controverted 
point  of  divinity,  or  on  the  government  of  church 
or  ftate ;  and  prohibited  from  the  ufe  of  any  praycris, 
but  thofe,  of  the  church,  fuch  as  the  litany  and  col- 
le£ls,  and  others  prefcribed  to  them,  and  particu- 
larly from  the  ufe  of  fuch,  as  the  abfolution,  which 
were  appropriate  to  the  ufe  of  minifters.  In  the 
choice  of  books  of  praftical  divinity,  which  they 
read  to  one  another,  they  were  to  follow  the  direc- 
tion of  the  prefiding  minifter.*  Thefe  focieties 
confifted  chiefly  of  young  men.  After  the  Revolu- 
tion they  became  more  numerous  ;  and  fo  improved 

•  Dr.  Horneck's  Life,  p,  14— x6. 
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their  finances  by  colleftions,  that  they  were  enabled 
to  remunerate  the  attendance  of  many  clergymen  to 
read  prayers  :  ihefe  aids  to  devotion  were  in  a  ftiort 
time  afforded  at  fo  many  different  hours,  and  ex- 
tended to  fo  many  places,  as  to  include  every  hour 
of  the  day.  On  every  Lord's  day  there  were  con- 
ftant  facraments  in  many  churches.  Greater  num- 
bers attended  at  prayers  and  facraments,  and 
greater  appearances  of  devotion,  were  diffufed 
rfiroughthe  city,  than  had  been  obferved  in  the 
memory  of  man.* 

They  foon  began  to  carry  their  views  beyond 
their  own  religious  improvement  to  -  the  ftate  of 
morals  around  them :  and  they  entered  into  an 
agreement  to  watch  the  public  manners,  and  to 
inform  the  magiftrates_of  fwearers,  drunkards^  and 
profaners  of  the  Lord's  day,  and  disorderly  houfes. 
In  the  year  1692  arofe  out  of  thefe  communities  the  ^ 
inftitution  of  "  Societies  for  the  Reformation  of 
**  Manners,*'  From  fome  magiftrates  they  met  with 
fupport  and  encouragement ;  by  others  they  were 
treated  roughly.  The  diffencers  from  the  firft  en- 
tered into  their  virtuous  views,  and  afforded  themi 
ready  affiftance.  A  part  of  the  fines  given  by  law 
to  informers  was  thrown  into  a  ftock,  which  formed 
a  charitable  fund.  They  perfifted  in  their  well  meant 
exertions,  and  extended  their  efforts  to  fupprefs 
vice  and  profanenefs  ;  and  were  fanftioned  by  the 
folemn  and  public  approbation  of  the  lords  tem- 
poral and  fpiritual,  and  of  the  judges  on  their  cir- 

*  BuHiet's  Hiftory,  toLt.  p.  909  91* 
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cults ;  and  their  meafures  were  occafionally  recom- 
mended by  the  bilhops  in  circular  letters.  In 
coufequence  of  the  reprefcntatidn  of  one  of  the 
fecretaries  of  ftate,  his  Majcfty  William  III.  wa$  in- 
duced to  promife  the  focieties  his  protefiion  and 
countenance ;  and  at  the  folicitation  of  the  Houfe 
of  Commons^  in  an  addrefs  prefented  to  him  in  1699, 
he  publifhed  a  proclamation  againft  profanenefs  and 
immorality,  gave  a  royal  fanftion  to  the  obje£ls  pro- 
pofed  by  thefe  focieties,  and  invigorated  their  zeal 
and  ardour  in  the  profecution  of  them.  The  mi- 
nifters  of  religion  were  engaged  to  exhibit  the  im- 
portance and  utility  of  their  defign,  and  to  animate 
them  in  their  endeavours  to  accomplifli  it,  by  fermons, 
addreiled  on  dated  feafons  in  the  pulpit  of  Bow 
church  to  the  members  of  the  eftablilhment,  and  in 
that  of  Salters'  hall  to  the  diffenters.*  Minifters 
of  the  different  denominations  of  the  diflenters  took 
their  turns  to  plead  the  caufe  of  virtue  and  a  refor- 
mation of  manners,  and  continued  thefe  fervices  in 
fucceffion  for  at  leaft  nearly  fifty  years. 

Similar  focieties  were  foon  afterwards  formed  in 
Ireland  land  Scotland  ;  and  in  about  twelve  years 
thirteen  focieties  inftituted  for  the  fame  objeflr 
exifted  in  Edinburgh  only,  befides  thofe  which 
had  been  eftabliflied  in  other  parts  of  the  king- 
dom under  the  aufpices  of  the  nobility,  and  of 
the  commifSoners  of  the  general  affembly  of  the 
church  of  Scotland.      Other  chriftian  ftates  in  a 

•  Burnet,  p.  91 ;  Calamy,  vol.  i.  p.  551 ;  and  an  Account  of  the 
Progrefs  of  Reformation  of  Mannersi  17059  4to.  p.  «• 
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public    manner   applauded  and   recommended  the 
inftitution.    The  plan  and  fuccefs  of  the  undertaking, 
by  the  tranflation  of  the  ^*  Account  of  the  Societies^ 
into  the  Latin,  French,  and  Dutch  languages,  were 
communicated  to  other  nations,  excited  great  atten- 
tion, and  gave  birth  to  fimilar  affociations.     This 
account  was  printed  and  difperfed,  and  the  defign  of 
it  promoted,    at  Neufchatel,  by  the  exertions  of 
the  learned  and  excellent  Oftervald.     It  was  trans- 
lated, printed,  and  much  enquired  after  at  Zurich  ; 
numerous  copies  of  it  were  bought  up  and  circulated 
in  other  proteftant  cantons;  and  the  fynods  and  con- 
fiftories  recommended  the  plan  and  meafurcs  of  the 
Englifli  focieties  to  be  adopted  in  thofe  diftrifts. 
The  principal  perfons  in  church  and  ftate  united  to 
blcfs  God  for  the  fuccefs  with  which  the  zeal  o£ 
thefe    religious  communities  had    been    crowned* 
They  were  had  in  veneration  j  and  remembered  and 
prayed  for  in  all  the  pulpits.     AH  the  Helvetic  and 
Rhetic  churches  were  excited  by  this  ardour  to 
direft  their  efforts  to  the  punilhment  of  vice,  and 
to  promote  the  fpread  of  chriftian  knowledge  and 
piety.      The    narrative  of  their  proceedftigs  was 
tranflated  into  the  Danifh  and  Swedifli  languages, 
with  the  view  of  introducing  fimilar  inftitutions  into 
thofe  kingdoms;    verfions   of. it   in  the   German 
language  were  given  and  publifhed  with  great  effeft 
by  Monfieur  Scherer,  and  Dr.  Frank,  of  the  city 
of  Halle.     The  fpirit  it   awakened  produced  good 
cffcAs  in  Flanders,  Holland,  and  Berlin, 

£   s   2 
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The  influence  of  the  inftitution  was  not  confined 
to  Europe.  Its  operations  became  k^ipwn,  and  were 
|elt,  in'  the  Weft-Indics  and  North-America.  In 
November  1700,  a  fociety  for  the  reformation  of 
manners,  confiding  of  the  clergy  and  many  gentlemen 
of  the  country,  was  formed  in  the  ifland  of  Jamaica. 
An  impreflion  of  the  "  Account  of  the  Societies'* 
was  printed  off"  and  d  if  per  fed  through  North  Ame- 
rica ;  and  in  1 702,  and  afterwards,  feveral  focieties 
for  the  fupprelQon  of  vice  and  profanenefs  were 
formed  in  Bofton. 

The  fame  of  the  Englifh  focieties  united  in  the 
profecution  ^  of  this  laudable  objeA,  it  appears  by 
thefe  indances,  was  fpread  into  many  lands :  and 
^^  their  example  was  followed  in  foreign  parts/' 
whence  they  often  received  letters,  written  by  men 
of  the  highed  charadler,  extolling  the  public  fpiric 
of  the  nation,  and  praying  for  the  Almighty's 
bleffing  on  it.*'  "  Within  a  few  years,"  faid  Dr. 
afterwards  Biftiop,  White  Kennet,  in  the  anniverfary 
fcrinon,  Dec.  11,  1701,  "  by  the  working 
of  this  public  fpirir,  a  multitude  of  iinners  have 
•'  been  •reproved,  and  to  appearance  at  lead  have 
*^  been  reformed.  By  a  moderate  calculation,  no 
**  lefs  than  thirty  thoufand  perfons  have  been  con- 
•*  vifted  for  profane  fwearing  and  curCng  ;  nearly 
^*  the  fame  number  of  lewd  and  diforderly  perfons 
*^  have  been  brought  to  a  merciful  puniflameot,  and 
were  hereby  reclaimed  from  their  vices,  or  at 
lead  rcftrained  from  the  public  fcandal  of  thcm."^ 
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The  cfForts  of  the  fociety  to  difcountcnanccand 
fupprefs  vice  were  not  confined  to  the  infliftion  of 
puuiftiment.  This  often  could  not  be  done  to  the 
extent  to  which  their  virtuous  zeal  prompted  them 
to  carry  it,  without  detefting  the  haunts  of  vice 
and  employing  informers ;  a  meafure  at  leaft 
invidious,  and  calculated  to  indulge  evil  paeons  in 
some,  while  it  animadverted  on  the  overt  afts  of 
others.  A  meafure  more  judicious,  and  accompanied 
with  no  mifchief  or  obloquy,  was  to  diffeminate  moral 
and  religious  principles,  and  to  addrcfs  the  reafoa 
and  confciences  of  men,  by  the  diftribution  of  books 
of  a  religious  nature,  containing  diffuafives  from  the 
vices  of  the  age.  Dr.  Kennet,  when  he  advocated 
the  views  of  the  fociety,  obferved  that  above  one 
hundred  thoufand  tracts  of  this  tendency  had  been 
given  away.  The  happy  cffeft  of  thefe  different 
endeavours  was,  that  immorality  and  profanenefi 
had  vifibly  decreafed.  Among  other  tra^s,  which 
the  fociety  difperfed  through  England  in  vaft  num- 
bers, was  a  fmall  treatise  entitled  "  The  kind  Caution 
"  lo  profane  Swearers/*  *'  The  Soldier's  Monitor*' 
was  another  traft,  many  thoufands  of  which  they 
diftributed ;  and  by  the  order  of  Queen  Anne,  it 
was  given  to  her  foldiers  in  Ireland,  Flanders,  and 
Portugal.  The  King  of  Pruffia,  on  reading  it,  ufed 
It  as  a  •^vade  mecum,**  declaring  that  he  had 
weighed  it  with  great  confideration  ;  and  com- 
jnandcd  an  impreflion  of  it  to  be  diftributed  through 
his  whole  army  at  his  own  expence.  It  was  tranf^ 
latcd  into  the  Mufcovitc  language  5  and  application 
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was. made  to  the  Queen  of  Portugal,  as  well  as  to 
the  Czarifli  Emperor,  to  diftribute  it  through  their 
rcfpeftive  armies.     The  example  of  the  fociety  ia 
London  was  followed  by  thofe  in  New  England. 
They  circulated  through  every  town  of  the  province 
treatises  to  enforce  the  obfervance  of  the  Lord's 
day,  and  a  fheet  of "  Confiderations'*  to   reclaim, 
thofe  who  neglefted  public  worfhip.     They  com- 
piled and  difperfed  an  **  Abftraft  of  Laws'*  againft 
all  punifhable  wickednefs.     They  endeavoured   alfo 
to  introduce  a  fenfe  of  religion  among  the  failors, 
and  to  bring  them  under   better  regulations  than 
had  been  generally  obferved.     A   fociety  for  the 
fupprcffion  of  difordcrly  conduft  at  Bofton  printed 
and  fent  through  the  colonies  a  fheet,  ftating  the 
methods   and  motives  for  fuch  affociaiions.    The 
confequence  was,   that  they  were  eftabliflied  with 
much  fuccefs  and  falutary  efFeft  in  many  to\yns  ; 
and  letters  were    received  from  various  quarters, 
reporting  with  gratitude  and  rapture  the  advantages 
of   which  they  had  been  produftive.     While  the 
dcfign  of   thefe  focieties    was    accompanied  with 
fignal  cfEcacy,  it  was  carried  on  with  great  modefty, 
difcretion,  and  filence.     It  may  be  feared,  that  the 
meafures  of  the  fociety  in  London,  at  leaft  as  far  as 
relates  to  the  apprehenfion  of  delinquents,  were  not 
uniformly  conduced  with  equal  care  and  temper  ; 
for   the  hiftory    of  the   inftitution  furnifhes    two 
inftances,  in  which  the  lives  of  the  conftables  were 
facrificed  in  the  execution  of  their  office.     In  May 
1702,  at  May-Fair,  the  <;ivil  oftcers,  ufld^^  t;he  di* 
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rcftion  of  the  juflices  of  the  county,  endeavouring 
to  prevent   the   immoralities  of  the  feafon,  were 
aflaulted  by  a  company  of  foldiers,  to  the  number 
of  above  thirty,  with  fwords  in  their  hands,  and 
execrations  and  oaths  upon  their  lips.     Some  were 
wounded;  and  one  conftable,  Mr.  John  Cooper,  was 
killed.    The  perfon  by  whofe  hands  he  lost  his 
life,  one  Thomas  Cook,  a  common   fencer,  was 
conviftcd  of  the  murder,  and  executed   for  it ;  and 
William  Wallis,  a  ferjcant  of  the  guards,  was  con- 
demned as  concerned  in  it.  In  March  1708 — 9,  Mr. 
Dent,  who,  in  the  courfe  of  fcventeen  years,  had 
-aided  the  apprehending  and  profecuting  of  fevcral 
thoufands  of    drunkards,  fwearers,  and   profligate 
charaSers,  fell  a  victim  to  his  zeal  in  the  fervice  of 
the  focieiy  by  the  hands  of  three  private  foldiers. 
Ic  was  an  honourable  teftimony  to  the  virtues  of  his 
charafter,  as  well   as  to  the  aftivity  of  his  efforts 
ia  the  caufe  of  reformation,  and  of  the  ardour  of  the 
fociety  in  the  profecution  of  their  objeft,  that  his 
funeral  was  attended  with  great   expreifions  of  re« 
fyc& ;  between  20  and  30  clergymen  preceded  the 
corpfe  }  twelve  juftices  of  the  peace  held  up  the 
pall,    or  immediately  followed  it;    gentlqmen  of 
quality,  aldermen,  and  above  a  thoufand  citizens, 
formed  the  train  of  mourners  ;  and  a  guard  of  more 
than    thirty  conftables   and  beadles    accompanied 
the  proccflion,* 

*  The  Account,  p.  xo— 14;  Dr.  Bray's  Sermofi  at  the  funeral 
9i  Mr.  Dent,  dedicsition,  and  p.  25^  46. 
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Thcfc  events  fcrved  as  Icffofis  of  prudfcnce  and 
caution  to  the  agents  who  were  engaged  to  promote 
the  views  of  the  reformers  ;  but  did  not  furniih  a 
reafon  for  defiftirtg  from  the  profecution  of  the  great 
objeft,  which  was  the  fupprcffion  of  vice,  and  the 
encouragement  of  virtue  and  good  morals.  This 
was  an  end  beneficial  to  the  community,  and  ho- 
nourable to  thofe  who  were  engaged  in  advancing 
it.  The  principle  on  which  they  afted  in  unifon 
tvas,  that  public  combinations  in  virtue  are  neceffary 
to  balance  and  counterpoife  thofe  of  vice.  But  as 
the  moft  excellent  defigns  under  the  management  of 
inen  are  liable  to  cenfure  and  abiife,  from  the 
influence  of  the  errors,  prejudices,  and  pailions, 
which  blend  with  or  obftruft  their  execution ;  it 
Was  to  be  expe£^ed,  that  this  affociation  in  the  fup? 
port  of  virtue  would  incur  cenfure,  and  meet  with 
oppofition,  efpecially  from  thofe  againft  whofc 
jmrfuits  and  praSices  it  militated.  Refcntment  and 
revenge  were  in  fome  inftances,  inftead  of  refor- 
mation, produced  in  the  minds  of  thofe  whofe  vices 
were  detefted,  rcftraincd,  and  puniflied.  And 
though  it  was  not  only  recommended  but  iniifted 
pn  by  the  members  of  thofe  focieties,  that  the  infor- 
tne  fhould  never  receiv-  that  part  of  the  penalty 
which  the  law  allowed  them  ;  though  the  praAiccs 
of  fuch  unprincipled  perfons  as  extorted  money 
from  delinquents  were  detelle^^,  ilriftly  enquired 
after,  and  when  difcovered,  punifhed  ;  yet  it  was 
fomerimes  iirfiliaaied  againft  the  inftiiution,  and  even 
charged  on  thofe  who  condufted  it,  that  not  rcfof- 
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mation,  but  procuring  money  from  the  offenders,  was 
intended.  Notwithftanding,  however,  the  impedi*- 
ments  and  obftruftions  thrown  in  the  way  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  reformers  by  the  refraftory, 
and  the  odium  caft  on  them  by  the  refentfiil,  thcfc 
affociations  were  in  many  inftances  efficient  and 
fuccefsful,  and  aftaally  produced  much  good. 
Many  houfes,  the  haunts  of  vice,  were  fliut  up.  The 
ftreets  were  very  much  cleared  of  the  loofc  and  dci 
bauched.  Many  young  men  were  brought  to  (hamc^ 
and  flopped  in  the  career  of  vice  and  ruin.  Many 
who  were  at  firft  cxafperated  by  the  check  which 
they  received,  were  led  to  a  fenfe  of  their  fin  and 
danger,  recovered  to  a  virtuous  courfe,  and  became 
thankful  for  the  means  of  their  reformation.  The 
total  nurtiber  of  profecutions  in  or  near  London 
only,  for  debauchery  and  profanenefs,  in  the  fpace 
of  forty-two  years  was  calculated  at  1 00,650.* 
Thefe  profecutions  could  not  fail,  by  an  immediate 
efficacy,  to  reftrain  vice;  and  befides  the  confer 
quences  which  would  be  felt  by  the  delinquents, 
would  prove  a  warning  to  others,  awaken  in  men  a 
regard  to  their  intereft  and  good  name,  and  excite  a 
deteftation  of  profanenefs  and  vice. 

Another  inflitution  arofe  among  the  members  of 
the  national  church  at  this  period,  which  went  noc 
to  corrcft  and  punifli  the  exifting  vices  of  the  timet, 
but  to  prevent  iniquity  by  implanting  the  principles 
of  religion  and  virtue  in  the  minds  of  men,  efpecially 

*  Blfhop  Maddox's  Sermon  to  the  Societies  for  Reformatimi  of 
Jdaoners,  J7th  Jan.  i736>  p.  »5— 3ft* 
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in  thofe  of  childhood  and  youth.  This  was  the  SQclety 
far  promoting  ChriftianKnowledge ;  to  which  the  latter 
end  of  the  year  1698  gave  birth.  "  It  breathed/' 
it  has  been  well  obferved,  **  the  true  fpirit  of 
^  chriftianity,  and  followed  at  a  humble  difcance  the 
^^  example  of  its  divine  author^  by  diffufing  the  light 
^  of  thegofpel  more  efpecially  among  the  poor.^'f 

The  means  it  adopted  to  fecure  it$  benevolent  and 
rational  ends  were  worthy  of  enlightened  and  liberal 
minds* .  Thefe  were  the  ereAion  of  charity  fchools^ 
and  the  diflribution  of  books.  It  originated  with 
a  few  gentlemen,  who  entered  into  the  defign  with 
an  unanimity  and  zeal  that  fecured  its  fuccefs.  The 
fociety  confifted  partly  oi fidfcribing^  and  partly  of 
ttnrrefpQnding  members.  The  former  at  its  firft 
dlablilhment  lived  in  or  near  London,  and  were 
hence,  till  1727,  called  rejiding  members,  who  held 
regular  meetings  for  the  tranfaftion  of  bufinefs ;  the 
latter  were  perfons  in  Great-Britain,  Ireland,  and 
Other  proteftant  countries,  who  were  chofcn,  on 
recommendation,  to  correfpond  with  the  reftding 
members;  totranfmit  to  them  an  account  of  the  ftate 
of  religion  in  their  neighbourhood  ;  to  fugged  hints 
on  the  mod  promifing  methods  to  be  purfued  to 
anfwer  its  views,  to  remit  occaiional  benefa6lions, 
and  to  receive  from  it  for  diftribution  bibles, 
teftaments,  and  religious  tra£ls. 

Under  the  aufpices  of  this  fociety,  and  other 
generous  frienils  to  religion  and  to  the  riling  gene- 
ration, charity  fchools   were  ercftcd,  not  in   the 

t  Portcus's  Works,  vol.  iii.  p.  3pi. 
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metropolis  only,  but  in  all  parts  of  the  kingdom  ; 
in  which  children,  taken  from  the   moft  indigent 
and  helplefs  clafles  of  fociety,  were  initiated  inta 
fuch  learningas  would  qualifythem  forfome  ordinary 
employment ;  taught  the  principles  of  religion  and 
found  morals;  and  clothed,  and  placed  out  in  life^ 
The  Icaft  fuccefs  in  the  profecution  of  fuch  ufeful 
meafurcs  is  a  great  and  ufeful  eflfeft.  The  inftitutioa 
has,  with  increafing  influence,  preferved  its  energy 
for  more  than  a  century.     The  area  under  the 
dome  of  St.  Paul's  Cathedral,  in  the  year  1782^ 
exhibited    the  wonderfully  pleafing    and  affeding 
fpeftaclc  of  nearly  five  thoufand  children,  collefied 
together  from  the  charity  fchools    in  and  about 
London  and  Weflminfter,  and  ranged  in  a  kind  of 
amphitheatre,  as  witneifes  to  the  exertions  of  the 
fociety.    The  number  of  children  then  prefent  waa 
reckoned  to  bear  a   fmall  proportion  to  the  whole 
number  in  the  fchools  of  Great-Britain  and  Ireland  ; 
which,  it  was  calculated,  exceeded  forty  thoufand* 
It  was  another  principal  objeft  of  this  fociety  to 
provide  and  to    difperfc,    at    a  very  confiderable 
expence,  among  the  lower  people  of  all  ages  and 
occupations,  a  very  large  -number  of  bibles,  com- 
mon-prayer books,  and  fmall  trafts  on  a  variety  of 
religious  fubjefts.      The  number  which  had  been 
diftributed  by  it,  from  its    firft   inftitution  thirty 
years  fince,  was  fo   immenfely  great  as  almoft  to 
exceed  belief.      Within  fifty  years,  preceding  this 
date,  it  had  amounted  to  no  lefs  than  2,834,371. 
^^  Inconfiderable    and  trivial,"    it  has   been .  well 
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6bferved,  *•  as  the  little  trcatifcs  difpcrfed  by  the 
^  focieiy  may  fccm ;  yet  it  is  by  the  repeated 
**  cflForts  of  fuch  finali  inftrutncnts  as  thefc,  that  the 
^^  greateft  cflFefts  are  often  produced.  Their  num- 
*•  beris,  their  plainnefs,  and  their  cheapnefs,  will  give 
"  them  an  efficacy  and  extent  of  circulation,  which 
•*  much  more  voluminous  and  more  laboured  com* 
•*  pofitions  may  not  be  able  to  acquire  ;  juft  as  we 
**  fee  that  the  loweft,  and  humbleft,  and  moft  nu» 
^  ikietous  bodies  of  men,  not  the  opulent  and 
^  fplendid  few,  are  thofe  that  conftitute  the  real 
^  lirength  and  weakh  of  the  cbmmunity/'  The 
trifdom  and  utility  of  this  method  of  addreffing  the 
itikfs  of  mankind  have  been  difcerned  and  confeffed 
by  thofe  who  are  not  friends  to  revelation.  Voltaire 
wrote  innumerable  little  pieces  againft  revelation  i 
Ke  prided  himfelf  greatly  in  having  difcovered  this 
ftiethod,  as  he  ftated  it,  of  enlightening  the  world  j 
M.  d'AIembert  and  others  applauded  his  condud 
in  this  refpeft.*  Count  Strucnfee,  in  one  of  the 
converfations  which  he  had  with  the  divine  who 
attended  him  before  his  execution,  exprefied  an 
tamcft  wifti  that  the  rational  friends  of  chriftianity 
would  learn  this  method,  by  which  Voltaire  had 
done  much  mifchief,  and  apply  it  to  better  purpofes, 
by  writing  fmall  pamphlets  to  acquaint  people  with 
ihe  advantages  of  chridianity,  which  might  be  of 
greater  efficacy  than  preaching.f 

*  Parteus's  Works,  vol.  iii.  p.  307,  nott ;  3091  notb,  and  310. 

«f  Wendeborne's  Narratiye  o^the  ConyerHon   &c«  of  Couoi 
Struenfee,  p.  150. 
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The  focicty  of  which  we  ^  fpeaking  had  been 
anticipated  by  the  diflenter^  ia  one  meafure,  bf 
which  they  generoufly  purAiCd  the  end  of  their  aflb^  < 
ciation,  viz,  that  of  openiog  charity  fchools.  Ia 
1687,  in  the  reign  of  King  James  II.  Mr.  Pou}ton» 
a  jefuit,  gave  pablic  notice  that  he  would  inftrud 
the  children  of  the  poor  gratis ;  and  on  this  plan 
opened  a  (chool  in  Gravel-lane,.  South wark,  one 
of  the  pooreft  neighbourhoods  in  the  city,  where  a 
great  proportion  of  the  inhabitants  were  watermea 
and  fifhermen  of  the  loweft  clafs.  The  prppofal  was 
deemed  infidious,  as  it  was  alfo  popular ;  and  this 
perfon^  under  the  appearance  of  compaflion  and 
liberality  to  the  poor,  was  confidered  as  artfully 
adopting  a  fcheme  to  difleminate  the  principles  of 
popery,  and  to  make  converts  to  it  from  the  rifmg 
generation*  Three  refpeftable  gentlemen,  members 
of  the  congregation  of  the  protedant  diiTenters, 
under  the  miniftry  of  Mr.  Nathaniel  Vincent,  Mr* 
Arthur  Shallet,  Mr.  Samuel  Warburton,  and  Mr. 
Ferdinando  Holland,  alarmed  at  the  obvious  defign, 
and  animated  by  zeal  for  proteftantifm,  exerted 
themfclvcs  to  counteraft  the  operation  of  the  jcfuit't 
meafure,  by  the  foundation  of  a  fchool  for  the  in- 
ftrudion  of  the  poor  in  reading,  writing,  arithmetic, 
and  the  principles  of  the  proteftant  religion,  to  be 
fupported  by  voluntary  fubfcriptions,  donations, 
and  legacies,  and  by  two  annual  coUedions* 
This  was  the  firft  fchool  opened  by  proteftant 
diffentcrsi  and  it  reflcfts  lafting  honour  on  its 
founders,  that  it  was  fet  up  on  truly  liberal  principlcsj 
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namely,  that  '^  objefls  Ihould  be  received  into  it 
•'  without  diftinftion  of  parties,  the  general  good 
**  being  intended,"  The  number  of  fcholars  at  feft 
was  forty ;  it  afterwards  was  increafcd  to  fifty,  and 
in  ^794  it  amounted  to  an  hundred  and  eighty. 
One  of  the  annual  ferraons  was  preached  for  feme 
years  at  the  fchoolon  a  new-year's  day ;  but  firomi 
/  January  i,  1741,*  it  was  delivered  from  the  pulpit 
in  St.  Thomas's,'  Southwark  ;  and  for  more  than  a 
hundred  years  was  regularly  printed  and  publilhed. 
The  other  was  preached  in  the  city. 

It  does  credit  to  the  proteftant  diffenters  of  the 
day,  that  when  the  Society  for  promoting  Chriftian 
Knowledge  opened  charity  fchools  for  the  inftru^ioti 
of  poor  children,  many  of  them  concurred  with 
the  members  of  that  affociation  in  their  benevolent 
meafure,  and  gave  their  names  as  fubfcribers  to  the 
feminaries,  formed  on  the  principles  of  the  efta- 
blilhed  church;  till  thefe  feminaries  became  nurferics 
of  disaffcflion  to  the  government,  and  ftrong  prcr 
judices  againft  the  diffenters  were  inftilled  into  the 
indifcriminating  minds  of  the  children.  After  the 
acceffion  of  George  the  Firft  to  the  throne,  the 
proteftant  fucceffion  remained  doubtful,  and  no  mea- 
fure was  left  untried  to  defeat  it.  They  who  were  ' 
governed  by  thefe  views,  endeavoured  to  get  the 
management  of  the  charity  fchools  into  their  own 
hands;  and  to  convert  the  education  of  children,  on 
public  funds,  into  an  inftrument  of  averfion  and 

*  Dr.  Allen's  Sermon  for  the  Charity  School,  in  GravcUanc, 
Southwark,  Jan.  X9X74i*  p.  jo. 
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disaffediont  o  the  proteftant  fettlement.  *  This  coa« 
duA  was  fo  notorious,  and  furnifhed  fo  juft  and 
weighty  aground  of  complaint  in  thofe  times  againft 
thefe  inftitutions ;  that  Dn  Wake,  the  archbiihop 
of  Canterbury,  addrefled  a  letter,  in  17 16,  to  the 
truftees  of  the  fchools  in  and  about  London,  ear* 
neftly  exhorting  them  "vigoroufly  to  animadvert  upon 
**  all,  whether  children  or  teachers,  who  thcmfelvcs 
appeared,  or  fufFered  others  to  appear,  at  any  time 
in  public  to  affront  the  government,  and  to  bear 
**  a  part  in  the  tumults  and  riots,  which  were  then 
"  a  fcandal  as  well  as  prejudice  to  the  good  order 
*•  and  peace  of  the  realm/'  In  this  letter  his  Grace 
alfo  directed,  that  any  catechifms  or  inflitutes  taught 
in  any  of  the  fchools,  that  meddled  with  political  or 
party  principles,  fliould  be  immediately  thrown  afide, 
as  pernicious  to  the  original  defign  of  thofe  pious 
nurfcrics.  This  prelate  was  fo  apprehenfive  of  the 
confequences  of  this  abufe  of  a  charitable  inftitution 
into  a  fubferviency  to  party  and  political  defigns,  that 
he  fome  time  after  recommended  it  to  the  truftees 
to  require  all  the  mafters  and  miftrefles  under  their 
direftion  not  only  to  take  the  oaths  to  the  govern- 
ment before  their  admiflion,  but  at  the  time  of  their 
admifTion  to  (ubfcribe  to  fome  fuch  folemn  promifc 
or  declaration  as  this,—"  that  they  do  heartily  ac- 
knowledge his  Majefty  King  George  to  be  the  only 
I&wful  and  rightful  king  of  thefe  realms ;  and  will 

♦  Dr.  Gibfon,  the  Bifhop  of  London^a  Diredlions  for  the 
Charity  Schools,  quoted  by  Dr.  Watts,  in  **  Ao  £ilky  towards  the 
Eocouragementof  Charity  Schools^  p.  45* 
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*^  to  the  utmoft  of  their  power  educate  the  children 
•*  committed  to  their  charge  in  a  true  fenfe  of  their 
*'  duty  to  him  as  fuch  :  That  they  will  not,  by  any 
^  words  or  afiions,  do  J^ny  thing  whereby  to  leifea 
**  their  qfteem  of,  or  their  obedience  to,  the  prefent 
**  government :  That  upon  all  public  days,  when 
•*  their  children  may  be  likely  to  appear  among  any 
•*  diforderly  perfons,  they  will  do  their  befl  to  keep 
^  them  in;  and  fcverely  puaifti  them,  if  they  {hould 
**  hear  of  their  running  into  any  tumults  or  public 
•^  meetings,  contrary  to  the  good  order  of  fuch 
**  fchools  and  fcholars/'  His  Grace's  advice  was 
adopted,  and  ftrengthened  by  the  like  exhortations 
of  other  prelates  in  their  fermons  at  the  annivcrfary 
meetings  of  the  charity  fchools  ;  and  the  fociety 
employed  all  their  influence  to  fecurc  a  general  con- 
formity to  the  fentiments  and  injundions  of  the 
Ufliops  in  this  matter,  as  of  the  lad  importance  to 
the  welfare  of  their  fchools.* 

Thefc  fafts  are  proofs  of  the  difaflfeftion  towards 
riic  exifting  government,  which  in  a  great  degree 
charaderized  the  times,  and  (hewed  itfelf  in  the 
eftabliflied  church ;  and  they  aflford  an  afie£liiig 
example,  that  inftitutions  formed  at  firfl:  on  principles 
of  philanthropy,  and  the  defign  of  which  is  to  ad- 
vancie  knowledge  and  virtue,  may  be  and  have  been 
perverted  from  their  original  end,  and  proftituted 
to  party  politics.  When  Bifliop  Gibfon  publiflted 
his  direftions  fome  years   after,  he   thought  there 

•  Dr.  Tucker,  dean  of  Gloccfter's  Sermon  at  Chrift»Churcb» 
7th  May,  1766,  p.  66  j  67,  of  the  Appendix*^ 
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was  great  reafon  to  believe  that  miJch  of  that  leaven 
was  worked  out ;  and  was  willing  to  hope  thatfincc 
things  were  better,  true  and  loyal  fubjefts  would . 
begin  to  think  more    favourably   of  thofe  femi-( 
naries.*     But   in  the  year  1728,   this  leaven  ftill, 
continued  to  work.     The  divine  right  of  epifcopacy, 
and  the  invalidity  of  all  ordinances  adminiftered  by. 
perfons  not  ordained  by  regular  fucceffors  of  the, 
Apoftles,  were  taught  in  thofe  fchoolsj  and  inftilled 
into  the  minds  of  children  of  fix  and  feven  years  of 
age ;  and  yer  the  contributions   of  diffenters  were 
folicited  to  the  fupport  of  thcfe  feminaries.  Though 
the  zeal  of  the  managers  might  in  fuch  applications 
be  confpicuousj  the  propriety  and  modcfty  of  their 
fuit  may  be  queftiofaed.f     In   faft   difplcafure  was 
naturally  felt,  whfen  it  appeared  that  the  fubfcriptions 
of  diffenters  were   employed  to  fupport  fchools  ia 
which  principles  of  difloydlty  were  taught ;  a  bigoted 
zeal  for  the  word  church  inftilled  into  young  and 
paffive  minds;  andafpirit  of  enmity  and  perfecutioa 
againft  all  whom  they   were  inftrufted  to  call  pref- 
hyterians^  was   cherifhed  in  the  hearts  of  children 
who  were  in  part  receiving  their  bread  and  clothing 
from  the  hands  of  thofe  whom  they  were  trained  up 
to  hate.     The   diffenters  cxpreffed  their  difappro- 
bation  of  the  illiberality  of  this  conduft;  withdrew 
their  charity  which,  was  fo  abufed;  and  from  refpeft 
to  their  own  principles,  and  a  regard  to  iheir  pcrfonal 
fecurity,  were  ftimulated  to   inftitute  fchools  on  a 

•  Watts's  Eflay,  p*  45- 
t  Dr*  Chandler's  SermoOiatGravel-lanei  Southwarjci  jft  Ja^.  z;a8. 
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more  chriftian  and  generous  plan  j  in  which,  on  the 
one  hand,  the  children  were  taught  nothing  of  the 
divine  right  of  prelbytery,  and  on  the  other,  no 
fufpiciops  of  the  fcriptural  authority  of  diocefaa 
epifcopacy  were  infinuated.  In  their  fcminaries  the 
children  were  not  prejudiced  againft  any  party  of 
chriftians,  nor  were  they  bred  up  bigots  to  their 
own  fcft ;  and  the  catechetical  fyftem  of  religious 
principles,  into  which  they  were  initiated  contained 
no  anicles  but  fuch  as  the  eftabliflied  clergy  fub- 
fcribed,  and  their  belief  of  which  they  were  bound 
by  AA  of  Parliament  to  profcfi*  It  will  fall  withia 
a  future  period  of  this  hiftory  to  fpecify  the  fchools 
formed  in  fubfequent  times. 

The  next  meafure  adopted  by  the  Society  for 
promoting  Chriftian  Knowledge  was  formed  on  a 
more  liberal  fcale,  and  animated  by  a  diffulive 
fpirit  of  philanthropy.  It  extended  its  views  and 
its  aids  to  neighbouring  and  remote  countries; 
communicating  to  them  religious  knowledge,  by 
the  diftribution  of  books  in  their  refpeftive  lan- 
guages^  and  by  the  cftabliftiment  of  fchools  and 
miffions,  particularly  in  various  parts  of  the  Eaft- 
Indies,  for  the  convcrfion  and  inftruftion  of  the 
heathens.  Such  have  been  the  progrefs  and  eflFcSs 
of  their  exertions,  that  a  late  venerable  prelate, 
in  the  year  1782,  from  a  rctrofpeft  of  their  pro- 
ceedings, was  enabled  to  give  a  pleafing  view  of  the 
various  refults  of  their  comprehenfive  defigns. 
The  fociety  had  printed  and  difperfed  over  the  Iflc 
of  Man  many  thoufand  copies  of  the  Old  and  New 
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Teftament,  of  the  Common  Prayer,  and  other 
religious  books  in  the  vulgar  language  of  that  ifland* 
It  had  publilhed  three  feveral  editions  of  the 
Bible  in  the  Welih  language,  and  didributed 
them  through  every  part  of  Wales,  to  the  amount 
of  fifty  thoufand  copies.  It  had  made  proviiion  for 
the  education  of  youth  and  the  celebration  of  divine 
worihip  in  the  Scilly  iflands^  where  there  was  the 
utmoft  need  of  both.  It  had  printed  the  New 
Teftament  and  Pfalter  in  Arabic ;  and  had  fent  a 
large  number  of  both,  not  to  mention  fome  other 
traAs,  into  Paleftine,  Syria,  Mefopotamia,  Arabia^ 
and  Egypt,  from  its  regard  to  the  Greek  church, 
and  even  into  Perfia  and  India.  And  it  had  difperfed 
many  religious  trads  in  the  Malabar  language.^ 

It  is  an  agreeable  tranlition  from  this  general 
account  of  the  benevolent  operations  of  this  fociety, 
to  noticb  another  inftitution,  to  which  the  period 
paffing  under  our  review  gave  birth ;  the  immediate 
and  direA  objeA  of  which  was  to  plant  chriftianity  in 
foreign  parts.  The  way  had  been  prepared  for 
fuch  a  noble  defign  by  the  occurrences  of  former 
years.  The  pattern  had  been  furnifhed  in  America, 
and  the  government  at  home  had  given  its  aid  and 
fan£iion  to  it.  The  puritans,  whom  intolerance  in 
religion,  and  political  meafures  of  a  defpotical  afpeft, 
had  driven  over  the  Atlantic  Ocean  to  cultivate  the 
wildernefs  of  the  wcftern  continent,  no  fooner  faw 
the  colony,  raifcd  in  the  dreary  wilds  of  this  new 
region,  begin  to  flourifli,  but  they  applied  them- 

t  •  Porteus's  Works,  toL  iiL  p.  306. 
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fclves  with  zeal  and  affiduity  to  efFeft  the  convcrfioa 
of  the  Indians,  and  not  without  fuccefs.  Mayhew^ 
Sheppardy  and  Elliot^  the  laft  of  whom  in  particular 
gained  the  honourable  title  of  the  Apojlle  of  the 
Indians^  diftinguiftied  themfelves  in  thefe  labours  of 
facred  humanity.  The  favages  were  civilized,  in- 
ftrufted,  and  formed  into  regular  congregations. 
The  fuccefs  of  thefe  pious  attempts  drew  the  atten- 
tion of  the  people  and  parliament  of  England.  lu 
1646,  "  a  Society  or  Company,  for  the  Propagation 
"  of  the  Gofpel  in  New  England,  and  the  parts 
'*  adjacent  in  America,'*  was  conftituted  under  the 
fanftion  of  an  Aft  of  Parliament ;  and  by  a  coUeftion 
made  in  all  the  pariflbes  in  England,  there  was  raifed 
a  funi  fufficient  to  purchafe  an  eftate  in  land  ;  of 
between  5  and  600I.  per  annum.  Upon  the  rcftp- 
ration  of  Charles  II.  the  corporation  became  dead 
in  law  ;  arid  Colonel  Bedingfield,  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic, who  had  fold  an  eftate  of  322I.  per  annum, 
which  was  inverted  in  it  as  truftees,  availed  himfelf 
of  the  circumftance  to  re-poffefs  himfelf  of  it,  refu- 
fing  at  the  fame  time  to  refund  the  purchafe  money. 
The  Hon.  Robert  Boyle  employed  his  intereft  with 
Lord  Chancellor  Clarendon  to  counteraft  this  in- 
juftice.  Mr.  Baxter,  and  Henry  Afliurft,  efq;  alfo 
joined  their  influence  to  obtain  a  re-eftablifhment  of 
the  fociety  under  royal  patronage ;  and  by  a  new 
charter,  granted  by  Charles  II.  in  the  fourteenth 
year  of  his  reign,  in  the  year  1663  it  was  incorpo- 
rated, and  the  eftate,  which  had  been  detained  by 
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Bedingfield,  was  reftored  by  a  decree  of  the  Chan- 
cellor ;  and  Mr.  Boyle  was  appointed  the  firft 
governor  of  the  revived  corporation.*  Thefe  fteps 
towards  the  fpread  of  chriftianity  were  preparatory  to 
a  new  inftitution,  formed  under  the  authority  of  the 
royal  charter  by  King  William,  in  1701,  entitled 
"  1  he  Society  for  propagating  the  Gofpel  in  Fo- 
"  reign  Parts."  "  It  was,"  obferves  Bi(hop  Burnet, 
*^  a  glorious  conclufion  of  a  reign  that  was  begun 
**  with  preferving  our  religion,  thus  to  create  a 
*'  corporation  for  propagating  it  to  the  remoter 
*'  parts  of  the  earth,  and  among  infidcls.**t  The 
defign  of  extending  into  diftant  countries  the  blef- 
fings  of  the  gofpel  received  by  this  inftitution 
ftability ;  the  royal  patronage  awakened  activity 
and  zeal;  the  bifhops  and  clergy  gave  it  their 
generous  and  aflive  fupport ;  and  its  funds,  were 
enlarged  and  ftrengthened  by  liberal  fubfcriptions. 
The  primary  and  immediate  objcft  was  *'  the  main- 
**  tenance  of  a  learned  and  orthodox  clergy/*  to 
difchargc  the  clerical  funSions  in  thofe  plantation,  or 
colonies,  where  either  very  fcanty  or  no  provifion 
was  made  for  the  public  worfliip  of  God.  Another 
and  early  objeft  of  its  attention  was  to  provide,  by 
catechifts  and  fchoolmafters,  for  the  inftruftion  and 
converfion  of  the  negroes  in  the  colonies.  And 
their  plan  included,  as  their  revenues  increafed,  the 
civilization  and  converfion    of  the  Mohawks;  and 

•  Mofheim's  Ecclefiallical  Hiftory,  vol.  iv.  p.  441;  Birch's  Life  of 
Boyle,  p.  14^ ;  suad  the  Appendix  No.  x.  is  a  copy  of  the  cbaner. 

t  Burnet's  Hiftory,  toL  v.  p.  fa* 
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Other  Indian  nations.  One  of  the  firft  fteps  adopted 
by  the  focicty  was  to  fend,  at  the  expenfc  of  its 
funds,  fifty-four  miflionaries  through  the  ftates  of 
Georgiji,  North  and  South  Carolina,  New  Jerfey, 
Pennfylvania,  New  England,  and  New  York ;  to 
whom  were  added  two  catechifts  for  the  inflruAion 
of  the  negroes.]|  ^ 

In  connexion  with  the  exertions  of  this  fociety 
to  difieminate  chriftian  knowledge  abroad  may  be 
properly  noticed  the  provifion  made  by  a  private 
and  genprous  individual  to  vindicate  and  defend  the 
truth  of  chriftianity  through  future  time  at  home. 
The  great  chriftian  philofopher,  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Robert  Boyle,  who  during  his  life  had  given  300!. 
to  advance  the  defign  of  propagating  the  chriftian 
religion  in  America,  by  a  codicil  annexed  to  his 
will,  dated  July  28,  1691,  charged  his  meffuage  or 
dwelling-houfe  in  St.  Michael's,  Crooked-lane, 
London,  with  the  payment  of  the  clear  yearly  rents 
and  profits  to  fomc  learned  divine  in  London,  or 
within  the  bills  of  mortality  j  to  be  elcfted  for  a 
term  not  exceeding  three  years,  by  Dr.  Tenifon, 
afterwards  archbifhop  of  Canterbury,  by  Sir  Henry 
Alhurft,  Sir  John  Rothcram,  and  John  Evelyn,  cfq; 
and  the  furvivors  or  furvivor  of  them,  and.  fuch 
perfon  or  perfons  as  the  furvivor  of  them  fhould 
appoint  to  fucceed  in  the  truft.  The  office  affigncd 
to  the  lefturer  was  to  preach  eight  fermons  in  the 
year  for  proving  the  chriftian  religion  againft  noto- 

I  Jablbnflci  Inftitut.  Chriftian.  Hiftor.  vol,  iii.  p.  3a;   Bifhan 
Kewton's  Biog.  Workj,  yoJ.  iii.  p.  45^ii — 42$, 
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rious  infidels,  viz.  atheifts,  pagans,  Jews,  and  Ma- 
hometans ;  not  defcending  lower  to  any  controverfies 
that  are  among  chriftians.  In  union  with,  and  in 
fubfcrviency  to,  the  primary  objeft  of  the  foundation, 
the  ledurer  was  enjoined  to  ailifl  and  encourage  any 
focieties  engaged  in  meafures  for  propagating  the 
gofpcl  in  foreign  parts  ;  and  to  be  ready  to  fatisfy 
real  fcruples,  and  to  anfwer  any  new  objedlions  and 
difficulties,  which  had  not  previouily  received  good 
anfwers.  The  fermons  it  was  direded  fhould  be 
preached  on  the  firft  Monday  of  January,  February^ 
March,  April^  and  May,  and  of  September,  Odober, 
and  November.  « The  leAures  were  feldom  conti* 
nued  above  a  year. 

The  endowment  was  liable  to  defalcation,  or  at 
leaft  to  delay  in  payment,  or  to  difficulty  of  recovery, 
by  the  houfe  {landing  empty,  or  tenants  failing  in 
due  payment  of  the  rent.  To  remedy  thefe  incon- 
veniences,  Archbifhop  Tenifon  procured  a  yearly 
grant  of  50I.  to  be  paid  quarterly  for  ever,  charged 
upon  a  farm  in  the  parifli  of  Brill,  in  the  county  of 
Bucks.  This  (tipend  is  accordingly  paid  without 
fee  or  reward.  ^*  The  pious  and  honourable  talk  of 
"  preaching  theBoylcan  lefture,"  obferves  Moflieim, 
"  has  been  committed  always  to  men  of  the  moft 
^*  eminent  genius  and  abilities;  and  is  ftill  undertaken 
"  with  zeal,  and  performed  with  remarkable  dignity 
**  and  fuccefs.  The  difcourfes  that  have  been 
*^  delivered  in  confequence  of  this  admirable  inftitu* 
^^  tion  have  been  moft  commonly  publiihed ;  and 
"  they  form,  at  this  day,  a  large  and  important 
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"  i^olleflion,  wbjch  is  known  throughout  all  Europe,: . 
*^  and   has  done  eminent  fervice  to  the   caufe  of 
"religian  and  virtue/'* 

.  This  inftitution  has  given  occafion  for  the  public 
cation  of  fomc  mod  judicious,  learned,  and  popular 
works ;  to  which  an  extenfive  circulation  and  a  per- 
manent celebrity  have  been  attached.  The  firft  of 
thefe  Icfiures  was  preached  by  that  great '  fchdlar 
Dr.  Bentley;.  whofc  fermons  on  this  occaliod»hiavfe 
been  pronounced  the  moft  valuable  of  that  great 
critic's  performances.!  The  defign  which  he  puriued 
in  them  was  to  demonftrate  Jthe  beitig  apd  providence 
of  God  on  the  principles  of  Sir  Ifaac  Newton's  dil- 
coveries.  Among  the  hearers  were  the  members 
of  a  club  of  fceptics  or  infidds  ;  who,  on  being 
aiked  what  they  had  to  fey  againft  them,  candidly 
owned  that  they  did  not  know  what  to   fay.§     la 

•  Birch's  Life  of  Boyle,  p.  a^a, — 3,  and  p.  353-^4, 
*  Mefbeim,  vol.  iv,  p.  243.        f  Whiffcon^s  Memoirs,  p.  93* 

§  Dr.  Bentley  was  fo  afFefted  with  this  anfwer,  Mr.  Whifton 
tells  us,  as  to  fay,  "  he  doubted  he  had  done  harm  to  Chriftianity 
**  by  thefe  fermons,  as  having  diverted  thefe  fceptics  from  their 
"  denial  of  a  GoD  and  a  Providence,  from  which  Chey  tnight  be 
*^  always  driven  with  great  eafe,  to  pick  up  objedions  againft  reve^ 
•^  lation  in  general :  a  mode  of  attack,'\(j]hich' would  certainly  aEord 
**them  ^  much  larger  field,  for  contyadidion."*     But  furely  the 
learned  preacher  had  no  jufl  ground  for  this  fentiment  of  concern 
and  regret.    He  had  fixed  upon  a  fubjed:  peculiarly  proper  as  the 
preliminary  bafis  for  a  feries  of  difcouffcs  in  defence  of  natural  as 
well  as  of  revealed  religion  j    on  a  fabjec^  that  fell  diredtly  withjn 
the  intentions  and  diredlions  of  the  founder  of  the  ledlure.     And 
there  would  be  no  fecurity  againft  blaming  ourfelves,  if  men  were 
to  be  difliitisfied   with  themfelves,  becaufe  malignity  and  prejudice 
PQuld  and  did  pervert  their  good  intentions  and  laudable  exertion?, 

*  Whifton's  Memoirs,  |>.  93, 
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tht  fucccffion  of  more  than  a  century  the  Icfturc  has 
been  preached  by  fomc  who  have  riainked  with  the 
firftclafsof  divines,  and  whofe  names  are  enrolled 
with  honour  in  the  annals  of  the  republic  of  lite* 
rature.  To  this  lefture  we  are  indebted  for  Der-» 
ham's  Phyfico-Theology ;  for  Dv.  John  Clarkc'« 
Sermons  on  the  Origin  of  Evil,  which  have  pafled 
through  feveral  editions  ;  for  Dr.  Samuel  Clarke'^ 
*'  Difcoiirfe  concerning  the  Being  '  and  Aturibuces 
*•  of  God,  the  ObUgations  of  Natural  ReUgjon* 
"and  the  Truth  and  Certainty  of  the  Chriftiaa 
**  Revelation:  "  [the  fcrmons  which  form  this  trcai^ 
tife  were  executed  in  a  nianner  that*  at  once  jforprifed 
and  inftrufted  the  moft  intelligent  hpfircrs  j  *^  every 
**  chriftian  in  this  country,  in  which  they  firft  faw 
the  light,  ought  to  efteeni  them,^*  fays  Biihop 
Hoadly,"  as  his  treatise  ;  as  they  contain  the  true 
*'  ftrcngth,  not  only  of  natural,  but  revealed,  reli- 
•*  gion :"]  and  for  the  couffe  of  fermons  by  Dir. 
Benjamin  Ibbott,  a  moft  able,  rational,  and  judicious 
defender  of  revelation  j  in  which  is  accurately  and 
liberally  ftated  the  true  notion  of  the  exercife  of 
private  judgment  or  free-thinking  in  matters  of 
religion  ;  the  objedions  againft  it  are  anfwercd  \  and 
the  modern  way  of  free-thinking,  as  treated  of  in  a 
late  difcourfe  on  that  fubje£l^  is  taken  into  confidera- 
tion.     The  *'  Difcourfe  on-  Free-Thinking,'*  here 

The  preacher  might  have  reflefted,  to  his  comfbrti  that  he  had  left 
^  large  field  open  to  his  fucceflbrs  ia  the  ioftitution,  in  which  he 
had  not  precluded  them  from,  labouring  with  fkill,  energy,  and 
fuccefs  through  many  yfe^Vs  ;  and  that  he  had  laid  a  good  fbun- 
4i^tio£i. OQ  which  tbey might buiidtr    :  ' 
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referred  to,  was  written  by  Anthony  Collins,  cfq. 
It  has  been  obfcrved  by  a  very  able  judge,  Dr.  Law 
the  biihop  of  Carlifle,  much  to  the  credit  of  ihefe  dt£» 
courfes,  that  Dr.  Ibbot  flands  abfolutely  clear  of  all 
the  exceptions  urged  in  ^^Chriftianity  not  founded 
^  on  argument ;''  and  that  he  hath  fully  anfwered 
the  end  of  the  great  and  good  founder  of  the  lee* 
ture.*  In  this  le&ure  originated  alfo  fome  impor« 
tant  and  valuable  works,  thrown,  after  they  were 
preached,  out  of  the  form  of  fermons,  which  have 
excited  great  attention,  and  been  juftly  held  in  high 
eftimatton.  To  this  clai$  belongs  *'  The  Hiflory  of 
*^  the  Adis  of  the  Holy  Apoftles  confirmed  from 
^^  other  authon  ;  and  confidered  as  full  evidence  of 
*•  the  Truth  of  Chriftianity ;  with  a  Prefatory  Dif-. 
^  courfe  upon  the  Nature  of  that  Evidence  j"  by 
Rich.  Bifcoe,  A.  M. ;  who  had,  in  the  earlier  part 
of  his  life,  been  the  minifler  of  a  congregation  of  dif- 
fentersatNewington-Green,  till  he  con  formed  in  1727* 
Dr.  Doddridge  pronounces  this  to  be  an  elaborate 
and  valuable  work.  It  has  long  been  fcarce.  An 
appointment  to  preach  the  Boylean  le&ure  gave 
rife  to  the  learned  Dr.  Jortin's  admirable  *'  Remarks 
**  on  Ecclefiaftical  Hiftory  ;*'  in  the  three  firft  vo- 
lumes of  which  isinferted  thefubftance  of  the  fecond 
and  third  heads  of  his  difcourfes  on  that  occaiion. 
His,  fubjcfts  were,  the  nature  and  intent  of  prophecy, 
together  with  an  examination  of  fome  prcdi6tions  in 
the  Old  and  New  Tcftament  j  and  confidcrations  on 
miracles  in  general,  on  the  miracles  of  Chrid  and 

*  Confideratious  on  the  Theory  of  Relig^y  p.  94, 6th  ediiioQ« 
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his  apoftles^  and  on  the  fupport  which  they  gave  to 
the  chriftian  religion.*  By  the  truftees  of  this  noble 
donation  of  the  chriftian  philofopher.  Dr.  Newton, 
afterwards  biihop  of  Briftol,  who  had  already  pub* 
liflicd  a  volume  of"  Differtations  on  the  Prophecies/* 
was  encouraged  to  proceed  in  hjs  interefting  and 
important  inveftigations  as  to  their  dcfign  and  ac* 
compliftiment.  He  was  invited  to  preach  Mr, 
Boyle's  leAure :  this  teftimony  of  approbation  be- 
ftowed  on  his  former  work  afforded  an  occafion,  and 
a£^ed  as  a  ftimulus  to  animate  him,  to  purfue  this^ 
particular  ftudy*  The  refult  was  the  publication  of 
two  more  volumes  of  "  Differtations  on  the  Pro- 
*'  phecies  which  have  remarkably  been  fulfilled,  and 
"  at  this  time  are  fulfilling  in  the  world;*'  ^75^* 
At  the  firft  imprcfllon  1250  copies  were  printed,  and 
a  thoufand  at  every  edition  to  the  fixth  in  1782. 
The  work  met  with  a  very  favourable  reception 
abroad,  and  was  tranilated  into  the  Danilh  and 
German  languages ;  ||  and  is  ftill  popular.  In  1 739^ 
the  difcourfes  which  had  been  delivered  previoufly 
to  that  date  at  Mr.  Boyle's  ledlure  were  republiihcd 
in  a  collefted  form  in  three  volumes  folio.  In  1 737, 
the  Rev.  Gilbert  Burnet  had  given  to  the  public  a 
judicious,  comprehenfive,  and  welKdigefted  abridge^* 
ment  of  the  fcrmons  of  thofe  who  had  preached  it 
before  that  time.  This  abridgement  comprehends 
the  difcourfes  pf  Bcntley,  Kidder,  Williams,  Gaftrel, 
Harris*,    Bradford,    Blackball,  Stanhope,    Clarke^ 

*  Difney's  Memoirs  of  the  I^ife  and  Writhigsof  Dr.  Jomo,  p.  54, 
|l  Bifliop  IT^wtoQ's  Poftbttinout  Vorki,  Life,  p*  71, 4« 
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Hancock,  Whifton,  Turner,  Butler,  Woodward, 
Derham,  Ibbot,  Long,  J.  Clarke,  Gurdon,  Burnet, 
and  Bcrriman.  This  work  was  tranflated  into  the 
French  and  German  languages  ;  at  once  a  proof  of 
the  celebrity  of  the  inftitution,  a  teftimony  of  its 
merit,  and  the  means  of  extending  its  influence. 
Some  of  the  fubjefts  difcuffed  in  thefe  difcourfes 
have  been  already  fpecified.  As  to  the  other  fer- 
mons,  thofe  of  Bifliop  Kidder  bore  the  title  of  *'  A 
«« Demonftration  of  the  MefEah.*'  Thofe  of  Bifliop 
Williams  exhibited  "  a  general  Idea  of  Revealed 
**  Religion/*  *'  The  Certainty  and  Neceflity  of 
**  Divine  Religion**  in  general  was  argued  by 
Bifliop  GaftrelK  Dr.  Harris  confidered  and  refuted 
the  obje£lions  of  atheifts  to  the  exiftence  and  attri- 
butes of  God.  The  credibility  of  the  chrifl:ian 
religion  was  fliated  by  Bifliop  Bradford.  The 
fufficiency  and  perfeftion  of  the  revelation  of  the 
Old  and  New  Teftament  were  reprefented  by  Bifliop 
Blackball.  Dr.  Stanhope  defended  the  truth  and 
excellence  of  the  chriflian  religion  againfl;  Jews,  in- 
fidels, and  heretics.  The  general  plan  of  natural 
and  revealed  religion  was  the  fubjeft  treated  by  Dr. 
Hancock.  Mr.  Whifton  confined  himfelf  to  the 
accomplifliment  of  the  prophecies  of  fcripture.  Dr. 
Turner  fliewed  the  wifdom  of  God  in  the  redemption 
of  the  human  race.  Dr.  John  Butler,  prebendary 
of  Canterbury,  chofe  for  his  topic  *'  Religion  no 
matter  of  fliame  or  injury.**  The  heavenly  origin 
and  incomparable  excellence  of  the  chrifl:ian  reli- 
gion was  fee  forth  by  Dr.  Woodward,     The  defiga 
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of  Bifliop  Leng  was  to  prove  the  natural  obligation 
to  believe  in  the  principles  of  religion  and  of  divine 
revelation,     Mr.  Gurdon,  the  archdeacon  of  Sud- 
bury, aimed  to  prove  that  the  difficulties  which  men 
found  in  natural  and  revealed  religion  formed  no  ex* 
cufe  for  infidelity.   Dr.  Thos.  Burnet,  reftor  of  Weft 
Kington,  Wilts,  and  prebendary  of  Sarum,  entitled 
his  fermons  •'  a  Demonftration  of  the  True  Religion.'* 
Dr.   William  Berriman  feledled  for  his   fubjeft  the 
gradual  revelation  of  the  gofpel.     This  abridgemeat 
of  the  Boylean  leftures   was  accompanied  with  a 
full  and  well-arranged  table  of  contents.*     To  the 
names  of  thofe  divines  already  mentioned,  who  fincc 
thefe  publications  have  kept  up  the  reputation  and 
perpetuated  the  ufefulnefs  of  this  inftitution,  (hould 
be  added.  Dr.  Leonard  Twells,  Dr.  Robert  Warren, 
Dr.  Ralph  Heathcote,  Dr.  William  Worthington, 
and  Dr.  Henry  Owen.     "  In  general,"  it  has  been 
judicioufly  obferved,  *'  that  though  among  fuch  a 
^*  number  of  writers,   their  reafoning  will  not  in 
*'  every  refpeft  and   on  every  fubjeft  be  alike  im- 
**  portant  and  convincing,  the  fermons   at  Boyle's 
**  leQure  have  done  eminent  fervice  to  thecaufc  of 
*'  natural   and  revealed  religion,   and  conftitutc  a 
*'  fyftem  of  evidence  which  no  fubtlety  or  fophiftry 
"  can  overturn."!     It  is  alfo  a  pleafing  and  ani- 
mating refleftion,  which  offers  itfelf  on  the  hiftory 
of  ufeful  and  philanthropic  inftitutions,  fuch  as  that 
of  Mr.  Boyle's  foundation,   that  when  a  man  pro- 

*  Bibllotheque  Raifonoee,  torn.  xlx.  p.  449. 
li  Dr.  Kippis  in  Biog.  Brit,  article  Bq^lcf  p.  s^S- 
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vides  for  the  execution  of  fuch  a  defign,  the  good 
effeds  of  it,  both  as  to  duration  and  extent,  will 
very  probably  reach  much  beyond  any  calculation 
of  its  influence  which  he  could  make  when  he  formed 

« 

his  plan. 

We  cannot  conclude  this  chapter  on  ufeful  infti- 
tutions,  without  making  honourable  and  particular 
mention  of  one  clergyman,  to  whom  the  Society  fpr 
promoting  Chriflian  Knowledge  owed  peculiar  obli- 
gations. The  divine  here  meant  was  the  Rev.  Dr. 
Thomas  Bray  j  who  was  born  in  1 6^6^  at  Marton 
in  Shropfliire,  and  entered  of  Hertford  college,  Ox- 
ford. He  was  firll,  after  taking  orders,  curate  near 
Bridgenorth  in  Shropfliire ;  he  had  afterwards  the 
donative  of  Lac-Marfin  in  Warwickfliire,  the  grant 
of  Sir  Thomas  Price,  of  Park  hall ;  his  next  prefer- 
ment was  the  vicarage .  of  Over-Whitacrc,  given 
to  him  by  Lord  Digby;  who,  in  1693,  prefented 
him  to  the  reftory  of  Sheldon,  both  in  the  fame 
county :  this  preferment  he  held  till  about  a  quarter 
of  a  year  before  his  death,  when  he  refigned  it  on 
the  grounds  of  his  advanced  age,  and  the  known 
worth  and  abilities  of  his  appointed  fucccffor.  He 
was  alfo  minifter  of  Aldgatc  in  London.  This  bene- 
volent man,  whofe  life  was  a  fcries  of  public-fpiritcd 
and  generous  exertions,  in  1697,  on  the  failure 
of  his  defigns  and  endeavours  to  procure  a  publick 
fund  to  be  cftabliflied  for  the  propagation  of  the 
gofpcl  in  foreign  parts,  formed  a  defign  of  having  a 
proieftant  congregation,  pro  fide  propaganda^  by 
charters  from  the  king.    The  circumftances  of  the 
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times  not  favouring  this  intention,  he  laid  it  afide. 
But  to  prepare  the  way  for  a  charter-fociety,  he 
endeavoured  to  find  out  worthy  perfons  difpofed  to 
form  a  voluntary  fociety  to  propagate  chriftian 
knowledge  at  home  and  abroad.  He  communicated 
his  views  and  fcheme  to  Dr.  Henry  Compton,  biihop 
of  London,  in  1697  ;  and  a  fociety  was  formed  on 
his  plan,  of  which  we  have  given  an  account :  and 
the  event  was,  as  we  have  feen,  when  their  numbers 
increafed,  and  new  benefadions  improved  their 
finances,  the  ere£lion  of  a  corporation  under  his 
Majefty*s  letters  patent.  May  5,  1701,  for  the  pro- 
pagation of  the  gofpel  in  foreign  parts :  fo  impor- 
tant, fo  cxtcnfively  ufeful,  often  are  the  benevolent 
Ichemes  and  exertions  of  one  individual.  *'  Charity 
••  to  the  fouls  of  men,**  it  is  faid  by  his  biographer, 
"  was  wrought  up  to  the  higheft  pitch  in  his  own 
**  foul."  Moft  of  the  religious  focictics  and  good 
defigns  in  London,  at  that  period,  owe  great  acknow- 
ledgements to  the  memory  of  Dr.  Bray,  and  were 
in  a  great  meafure  formed  on  the  plans  which  he 
projeSed.  Thcfc  benevolent  undertakings  furniftied 
a  fource  of  copfolatory  reflexions  and  of  joyful  pre- 
fages  in  his  laft  minutes.  He  died  on  the  15th  of 
February,  1730,  in  the  73d  year  of  his  age. 
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CHAPTER  V. 


A  Concise  Review  of  Theologicai- 

Publications. 


=sb 


THE  Reformation  originated  m  a  fpirit  of 
enquiry.  Wickliffe  and  his  followers,  in 
particular,  gave  a  manly  example  of  affcrting  the 
independence  of  the  human  mind,  and  of  daring  to 
think  and  aft  for  themfelves.  The  policy  and  am- 
bition  of  princes  and  ftatefmen  had,  in  fabfequent 
periods,  great  influence  in  promoting  the  fecefBon 
from  the  church  of  Rome ;  but  as  far  as  the  Re- 
formation was  efpoufed  from  conviftion,  it  owed  its 
advancement  to  examination  and  difcufEon.  The 
feceflion  from  the  firfl:  proteftant  eftablifliments  in 
different  kingdoms  proceeded  from,  and  was  fup- 
ported  by,  men's  prefuming  to  think  for  themfelves ; 
and  by  tracing  back  the  exifting  fentiments  and  prac- 
tices into  the  foundation  and  authority  which  they 
had  in  the  fcriptures.  The  invention  of  printing 
gave  a  great  facility  to  enquiry.  As  new  events 
arofe ;  as  points  of  opinion  and  praftice,  the  autho- 
rity and  reflitude  of  which  had  for  ages  been 
admitted,  became,  doubtful  and  fufpefted  5  new  dif« 
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coflioas  took  place.  Many  in  vindication  of  their 
adherence  to  eftabliflied  forms  and  creeds^  and  many 
in  defence  of  their  departure  from  them^  were  con- 
ilrained  to  have  recouxfe  to  inveftigation  and  argu<* 
ment.  The  AA  of  Toleration,  limited  as  were  its 
provifions,  and  narrow  as  was  its  fpirit,  gave  encou- 
ragement to  enquiry,  and  in  a  great  degree  removed 
the  obftacles  to  the  difcovery  and  profefiion  of  truth, 
7he  Revolution  itfelfcalled  for  the  aid  of  the  pen 
to  advocate  its  qeceffity,  juftice,  and  importance :  and 
the  defence  of  it  involved  a  vindication  of  men's 
religious  as  well  as  civil  rights ;  of  chriftian  liberty 
as  ir^  as  of  the  political  conftitution  of  rhefe  nations. 
Accordingly  the  Revolution  gave  rife  to  many 
publications.  At  the  commencement  of  it  there 
£ame  from  the  prefs,  ^^  The  Way  to  Peace  among  all 
*^  Proteftants ;''  being  a  letter  of  reconciliation  fe^ 
by  Bifhop  Ridley  to  Bifliop  Hooper,  with  fome  ani- 
jnadverfions  on  it.  Anotheir  trad  printed  about  this 
'time  was  "  A  Memorial  of  God's  laft  twenty-nine 
««  years*  Wonders  in  England,  for  Its  Prcfervation 
^  and  Deliverance  from  Popery  and  Slavery.**  There 
was  alfo  publiihed,  **  The  abfolute  Necei3lity  of  (land- 
•*  ing  vigoroufly  by  the  prefent  Government;  or  a 
**  View  of  what  both  Churchmen  and  Diffenters  mud 
**  expeft,  if  by  their  unhappy  divifions,  power  and  ty- 
"  ranny  Ihould  return  again.**.  A  third  piece  profeffed 
to  exhibit  a  rctrofpcdive  *•  (hort  view  of  the  methods 
*'  made  ufe  of  in  Ireland  for  the  fubvcrfion  andde- 
**  ftruftion  of  the  Proteftant  religion  and  intereft  in 
**  that  kingdom,  from  the  beginning  of  the  reign  of 

G  G 
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^  the  late  King  James  to  the  prefent  time ;  and  of 
**  the  faSerings  of  the  Proteftants  all  along."  Ano* 
ther  traft  was  defigned  to  expofe  "  the  myftcry  of 
^^  iniquity  working  in  the  dividing  of  Proteftants, 
^^  in  order  to  the  Aibverting  of  religion  and  our  laws, 
•*  for  almoft  the  fpace  of  thirty  years  laft  paft,  plainly 
*^  laid  open  ;  to  which  is  added,  a  fpecimen  of  a  bill 
<^  for  uniting  Proteftants."  An  examination  of  the 
icruples  of  tbofe  who  refufe  to  take  the  oaths  of 
allegiance : — King  William  or  King  Lewis ;  or  the 
inevitable  neceiEty  thefe  nations  lie  under  of  fab- 
mitting  wholly  to  one  or  other,  of  thefe  kings  ^— 
Reflections  upon  the  opinions  of  .  fome  n^era 
divines  concerning  .  the  nature  of  government  in 
general,  and  of  England  in  particular,  with  Magna 
Charta  annexed;-— were,  as  their  titles  indicate,  tm&$ 
properly  fuited  to  the  circumftances  and  temper  of 
the  day;  and  calculated  to  excite  difcuflion  and  exami* 
nation  of  general  principles  of  theology  and  policy* 
There  appeared  many  other  publications  of  the  like 
nature,  the  moft  coniiderable  of  which  are  preferved 
in  "  The  Collcftion  of  State  Trafts,"  on  occafion  of 
the  Revolution  in  1688,  vxA.  i.* 

But  one  traA,  mentioned  before,  which  made  its 
appearance  at  this  period,  from  the  feafonable  im- 
portance of  it,  from  the  name  of  the  author,  from 
its  internal  excellence,  its  influence  on  public  opi- 
nion, and  its  permanent  fame,  deferves  particular 
notice.  This  was  Mr.  Locke's  "  Firft  Letter  on 
"  Tokration."    He  corapofcd  it  at  the  time,  when 

>  *  Calamy,  rol*  u  p«  483. 
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having  feillen  under  a  fufpicioh  of  being  an  accom- 
plice of  the  Duke  of  Monmouth,   be  took  (belter  in 
the  boufe  of  Mr.  Veen^  a  gentleman  of  Amftcrdam, 
in  1685.     It  was  firft  written  in  Latin^  and  printed 
at  Gouda,  in  Holland,  1 689,  and  entitled,  ^*  Epiftola 
•*  dc   Tolcrantia  ad  clariffimum  Virum  T.  A.  R. 
^  P.  T.  O.  L.  A.   fcripia  a  Pi  A.  P,  O.  I.  L.  A.'' 
The  firft  initials  fignifying,  Theologian  apud  Remon- 
ftrantes  Profefforemj  Tyrannidis   Oforcm  Litnbur- 
•gium  Amftelodamenfem :  and  the  latter  feries.  Pads 
Amico,  Perfecutionis  Ofore,  Johanne  Lockio  Anglo. 
This  excellent  perfonhance  ibon  excited  at^tention. 
It  was  tranflated,  as  we  have  before  noticed,  into 
Dutch  and  French   in  the  fame  year ;    and  two 
editions  of  it  in  Engliih,  the  one  in  quarto^  and  the 
other  in  duodecimo^    were  publilbed   in  London. 
To  thefe  impreffions  was  prefixec^  an  addrefs  to  the 
reader  by  Mr.  Popple,  in  happy  imitation  of  Mn 
Locke's  force  and  ftrength  of  cxpreifion.      The 
writer  aims  to  excite  the  reader  to  confider  "  the 
•*  ufcfulnefs  and  importance  of  the  work ^  and  the 
**  great  neccffity  there  was,  at  that  time,  for  both 
•^governors  and  people  to  attend  to  and  profit  by  it.*' 
Referring  to  the  events  of  party  ftruggles,  thert 
recent  in  the  memories  of  men^  and  complaining 
with  great  jufticcof  the  narrow  principles  on  which 
each  pany  had  aflerted   and  vindicated  their  own 
exemption  from  penal  ftatuies  in  religion  ;  he  adds, 
in  drain  of  ftrong  remonftrance,  for  which  in  every 
period  fince,  and  eVcn  in  the  prcfent  day,  it  is  to  be 
lamented,  too  juft  occafion  is  afforded,  *'  this  nar-« 

Q  u  2 
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*^  roWDcis  of  fpirk  has  undoubtedly  been  the  prin- 
^*  cipal  occafion  of  our  miferies  and  confufions.  Bat 
^*  whatever  has  been  the  occafion,  it  is  now  high 
^^  time  to  feek  for  a  thorough  cure.  We  have  need  of 
^*  more  generous  remedies  th^  what  have  yet  been 
•^'made  ufe  of  in  our  diftemper.  It  is  neither 
^<  *  Declarations  of  Indulgence,  nor  Ads  of  Compre- 
^'  ^  henfion/  inch  as  have  yet  been  pradifed  or  prp- 
^^  jelled  amongft  us,  that  can  do  the  work.  The 
^^  firft  will  but  palliate,  the.fecond  increafe,  our  evil. 
*•*  Abfolui€  libertyy  juji  and  true  liberty ^  equal  and 
^^  Impartial  liberty ^  is  the  thing  wejland  in  need  of. 
'^  Now,  though  this  has  indeed  been  much  talked 
^^  of,  I  doubt  it  has  not  been  much  underftood ;  I 
'*  am  fure  not  at  all  pra£Ufed  either  by  our  goveitiors 
*^  towards  the  people  in  general,  or  by  aqy  cyflent* 
**  ing  parties  of  the  people  towards  one  another/* 
*  A  Second  Letter  on  Toleration,  in  anfwcr  to  Jon^s 
Proaft,  chaplain  of  All-Souls'  college,  Oxford,  who 
had  written  againft  the  firft,  appeared  from  the  pen 
of  Mr.  Locke  in  1690.  A  Third  Letter  on  Tole- 
ration, in  anfwer  to  fopie  new  objcftionjB,  was  pub- 
lifhed  in  1692,  written  with  great  ftrength  and 
accuracy.  The  controverfy  flcpt  for  twelve  years; 
when  his  firft  opponent  Mr.  Proaft  revived  it. 
Mr.  Locke  began  to  compofe  a  fourth  letter  on  the 
fubjcft  J  but  died  before  he  had  finiftied  it.  What 
he  had  written  was  printed  in  his  pofthumous  works 
•in  1706.  Celebrity  has  been  attached  to  the  firft 
of  thcfe  letters  on  toleration.  The  fubfequent  letters 
in  defence  of  it,  though  they  be  exceedingly  valu- 
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ablie,  it  has  been  obferved,  ^'  carry  in  them  that 
^^  air  of  controverfy  which  may  have  made  the 
**  whole  lefs  minded  by  common  readers," 

In  1764,  Thomas  Hollisy  efq;  the  munificent 
friend  of  fcience  and  literature,  and  the  ardent: 
advocate  of  civit  and  religious  liberty,  beftowed 
incredible  pains  in  promoting  a  new  edition  of  the 
"  Letters  concerning  Toleration  ;*'  and  engaged 
Mr.  Baron  to  icorred  the  prefs.  This  edition  was 
publiCbed  Jan.  ift,  1765.  Mr.  HoUis  himfeif  col- 
lated the  firft  letter  ^ith  the  firft  4to.  and  i2mo. 
editions  in  1689  ;  and  Mr.  Barou  wrote  the  preface. 

It  is  remarkable  that  this  firft  letter,  ootwith- 
(landittg  the  honour  it  has  fecured  to  the  name  of 
the  author,  was  never  printed  by  itfelf,  though  this 
negle£l  is  not  much  to  the-  credit  of  Englifhmen, 
if  we  except  a  fecond  edition  in  1690,  till  i8oO| 
when  a  neat  impreflion  of  it  appeared  from  the 
prefs  at  the  expence  of  his  Grace  the  late  Duke  of 
Grafton,  with  an  advertifement  prefixed  to  it  by 
Mr.  Ljndfey ;  who,  with  too  great  propriety,  fays, 
**  It  is  mortifying  to  obferve  that  a  work  of  fuch  an 
^^  author,  and  of  fuch  ineftimable  price,  ihould  have 
**  been  more  than  a  century  before  the  public,  and 
^^  have  produced  fo  little  of  the  cScSt  which  might 
^*  in  all  reafon  have  been  expelled  from  it ;  and  that 
^^  the  original  addrefs  ihould  apply  equally  to  the 
^^  nation  now  as  at  the  firft.- '* 

^  The  edition  in' z  800,  advertifement,  p.  4  ;  Hollis's  Merooir$, 
vol.  L  p.  a24, 339,  263 ;  Le  Clerc's  Account  of  the  Life  aad  Writiligs 
$f$lr.  ](fOCke|  p.a^y  %4f  ?>  ;  Britifh  Bio^tgpby,  Tol»Tiif  p*  I9>  Ih 
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Mr.  Locke,  it  has  been  obferved,  and  truly  with 
rcfpcft  to  the  faft,  was  not  the  firft  writer  on  the 
fubjed ;  for  the  argument  had  been  well  underllood^ 
9nd  dated  during  the  civil  war.  But  the  critical  time 
in  which  this  work  appeared,  fo  foon  after  the  pai&ng 
of  the  AAof  Toleration,  and  the  eminence  and  known 
abilities  of  a  living  author,  drew  the  attention  of  the 
public  to  it.  In  the  preceding  reign  the  ill  policy 
of  excluding  from  civil  privileges  a  coniiderable 
number  of  proteftants,  who  were  barriers  againfl: 
popery  and  arbitrary  power,  had  been  felt  by  fomc 
even  of  the  great  churchmen  themfelves,  as  by 
Archbifliop  Bancroft.  But  Mr.  Locke's  treatife, 
though  it  was  profeffedly,  according  to  the  title,  a 
Pica  for  Toleration  only,  as  was  prefently  per- 
ccived,  had  a  more  extenfive .  bearing.  It  was  ^ 
leading  dcfign  of  it  to  afcertain  exaftly  the  diftinc* 
tion  and  bounds  between  the  bufincfs  of  civil  go? 
vernment  and  that  of  religion  ;  and  to  prove  that 
the  whole  jurifdiftion  of  the  civil  magiftrate  reached 
to  civil  concerns  only,  to  guard  and  fecurc  the 
enjoyment  of  them  to  every  individual :  and  that  it> 
neither  can  nor  ought,  in  any  manner,  to  be  ex- 
|:ended  to  the  falvation  of  fouls  ;  a  care  which  is 
not  committed  to  him  any  more  than  to  others,  and 
to  which  he  is  not  competent.  Another  point 
which  the  author  difcuiltrs  is  the  nature  of  a  churchy 
which  he  fticws  to  be  a  voluntary  fociciy  of  men 

13  ;  and  Calamy,  vol.  i.  p.  499—506,  s^B — 5*7»  ^99>  ^^  whid\ 
the  author  has  given  an  abfbradt  of  the  prii)ciple$  and  reafonijag^ 
(ontaiDed  in  the  letters* 
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formed  into  an  union  for  the  public  woHhip  of  God; 
which  ought  to  be  tolerated  by  the  magiftrate,  but 
over  which  he  has  no  power,  either  to  c;pnilitute, 
to  model,  or  to  govern  it.  His  arguments  and 
rcafonings  were  grounded  on  comprehenfive  prin- 
ciples, applicable  to  the  defence  of  all  parties  in  all 
countries ;  and  calculated  to  evince  the  right  of  all 
good  fubjcAs,  not  only  to  be  exempted  and  fecured 
from  all  penalties  on  account  of  their  religious' 
opinions,  but  without  diftindion  to  enjoy  the  fame 
favour  of  the  prince,  and  the  fame  benefit  of 
the  laws. 

The  firft  effeft  of  Mr.  Lockers  reafoning  appeared 
in  a  very  fcnfible  proteft  in  behalf  of  the  rcjefted 
bill  for  abrogating  the  facramental  ted  in  the  year 
1689.*     It  may  juflly  affe^l  thinking  perfons  with 
furprife  and  deep  concern,  that  the  liberal  reafonings 
of  Mr.  Locke  have  not  yet  had  their  full  influence 
on  the  minds  of  men,   and  that  they  make  fo  flow 
a  progrefs  ^    though  the  public  attention,  (ince  that 
excellent  work  was  written,  has  been  repeatedly 
direded  to  the  difcuflion  of  the  queftions  relative 
to  religious  liberty.     It  is,  indeed,  a  fource  of  much 
fatisfaftion,  a  favourable  omen  of  the  advancement 
of  truth,  that  the  fubjcd:  has  never  been  agitated, 
cfpecially  in  the  Icgiflative  aflcmblies,  without  fomc 
triumph  over  intolerance,  without  gaining  over  new 
converts  to  the  caufe.     It  is  ftill,  however,  ardently 
to  be  wiflied,  that  the  pleas  and  arguments  of  Mr, 
Locke's  work  may  have  a  repeated  hearing,  and  a 

•  Archdeacon  BJackburnc's  Works,  vol.  v.  p.  98, 99, 
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more  extcnfirc,  improying  effe^):.  Nay,  idwittMs 
as  was  that  treatife  for  the  time  in  which  it  was 
writtcDt  it  yet  left  the  fabjefi  open  to  be  difeufled 
with  more  corr^A  preciiion,  and  on  a  mpre  en- 
larged balis,  ^*  It  is  an  argument  that  we  hay^ 
f*  m^de'a  very  poor  ufe  of  it,  if  we  acquiefce  in  it 
^^  at  this  day.  It  is  certainly  not  advifeable  to  itQ; 
^^  folely  upon  the  authority  of  ^ny  man,  as  If  hii; 
^^  fentiments  and  maxims  were  the  perfeQ:  aiid  nn- 
^^  alterable  ftsjindard  with  refpe£l  to  it,  fo  as  to 
^^  abi^e  by  any  conclufion  that  may  be  dra^ 
**  from  his  doftrine/*  The  application  which  Dr. 
Brown*  ha?  made  of  Mr.  Locke's  opinion^-^that 
thofe  are  not  all  to  be  tolerated  who  deny  the 
being  of  a  God,— is  a  ftriking  inftance  to  the  point; 
for  h^  has  availed  bimfelf  of  this  principle  to  plead 
for  intolerance  in  fome  other  cafes  alfo.  The  ma« 
giftrate  might  evade  Mr.  Locke's  great  argument, 
founded  on  the  diflin£^ion  between  civil  and  religious 
rights,  by  choofing  to  call  that  a  chil  which  his 
fubjeds  would  term  a  religious ,  concern;  becaufe 
many  things  and  rights  are  of  a  mixed  nature.f 

Among  other  publications,  to  which  the  Revolu*- 
tion  and  the  mcafures  of  government  gave  occafion,^ 
was  *'  A  Letter  to  a  Member  of  Parliament,  ihew* 
"  ing  that  a  rcftraint  op  t|ie  ptefs  is  incoHfiftent  wit^ 

•  Vicar  pf  St  Ni<;holas  ja  Newcaft^-upon-Tyne^  and  author  of 
Eflays  on  the  Charadtcriftips  of  I^ord  Shaftefbury. 

f  Prieftly's  Lettfer  of  Advice  to  Diffciiters,  on  an  application  to 
Pailiament  for  relief  from  certain  Penal  Lawsi  17739  P*  88,  ^9,  S9« 


f  *  the  proteftant  religion,  and  dangerous  to  the  libcr- 
*f  tics  of  the  nation  ;'*  printed  in  ifipS.* 

The  evils  of  reftraining  the  prefs  are  fully  repre^ 
fented  in  this  trad,  and  the  point  is  argued  with 
great  ability.  It  is  urged,  that  reftraints  on  the  prcft 
tend  to  produce  a  blind  fubmifEpn  to  the  religious 
principles  in  which  men  chance  to  have  been 
educated ;  deprive  them  of  the  mod  proper  mean$ 
of  coming  to  the  truth,  by  hindering  their  exami- 
nation of  difFerenj  opinion?  and  arguments  j  obftruft 
that  influence  of  truth  which  arifes  from  an  exami-. 
nation  of  it^  evidences,  convincing  the  underftanding 
and  endearing  the  difcovery  of  it ;  and  are  a  bar  to . 
all  thofe  important  offices  of  love  which  conlift  ia 
the  mutual  communication  of  our  fentiments,  and 
in  ailifting  one  another,  to  deteA  error  ai3d  arrive 
at  the  knowledge  of  truth,  by  offeriqg  ope  another 
reafons  and  arguments. 

Ignorance,  fuperftition,  and  bigotry,  it  is  obferred 
as  a  matter  of  fa£^,  prevail  and  abound  even  m 
proteftatit  as  well  as  in  popifli  countries,  in  propoiv 
tion  as  thefe  communications  are  difcouraged  and 
prevented.  The  Reformation,  it  is  alleged,  wat 
built  on  the  freedotQ  of  exaniination,  aided  by  the 
prefs.  An  lentire  liberty  of  the  prefs,  it  is  infifted 
on,  would  by  degrees  cftabliih  religiousi  truth# 
becaufe  that'  is  fupponed  by  better,  plainer,  and 
inore  cogent  arguments  than  are  any  falfe  opinions* 
The  excellence  and  ufefulnefs  of  truth,  it  is  urged^ 

f  A  CoIleAioD  of  5tate  Papers  publiihed  during  the  reigQ  of 
Wilfiam  III.  ioU  u.  has  preferved  this  jfiece;  p.  6^'^%s• 
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carry  evidence  and  conviftioB  with  it.  Every  argu- 
ment advanced  to  juflify  licenfing  books  that  pro- * 
fefs  to  interpret  the  fcriptures,  it  is  pleaded,  applies 
to  defend  the  papifts  in  reftraining  by  licence  the. 
reading  of  the  bible;  and  every  reafon  offered 
to  reftrain  advancing  from  the  prefs  opinions  and 
arguments  contrary  to  thofe  cftabliflied  by  the 
church  in  power,  holds  as  ftrongly  againfl:  their 
being  propofed  from  the  pulpit.  The  art  of  printing. 
It  is  remarked,  has  been  a  noble  means  employed 
by  Providence  to  deliver  men  from  the  tyrrany  of 
the  clergy ;  but  to  truft  them  with  the  power  of 
licenfmg  books  is  to  deliver  back  into  their  hands 
the  means  of  bringing  on  again  a  facerdotal  flavery; 
and  to  put  the  prefs  into  their  bands  is  to  give  the 
power  over  it  to  thofe  who  are  educated  not  to  try 
the  eftablifhed  religion,  but  to  profefs  it;  uot  ta. 
inveftigate  the  truth,  but  to  earn  their  bread  by  what 
bears  the  name  of  it ;— to  thofe  who  s^re  ibacklcd 
\nth  early  oaths  and  fubfcriptions  ;^ — to  thofe  vht 
who  cannot  any  more  be  prefumed  to  have  impar* 
tially  examined  the  tenets  they  find  fettled  by  law, 
than  the  mercenary  foldiers  do  the  jufticc  of  the 
catrfe  in  which  they  are  engaged  ;'«-^to  thofe  who 
are  in  all  countries  warm  and  adive  for  the  opinions 
to  which  their  preferments  are  annexed  ;-^tQ  thofe 
who  cannot  bpt  be  highly  difpleafed  and  affronted 
to  fee  the  laity  do  what  they  durft  not,  judge ; 
for  themfclvcs*      ^ 

Reftraining  the  prefs,  it  is  added,  if  committed 
to  the  laity,  would  imply  a  difrcfpeA  of  the  clergy  | 
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9s  not  to  be  truded  with  printing  but  half  a  (heet  oa 
religion  without  the  confent  of  a  lay-licenfer,  who 
i$  to  have  an  arbitrary  power  over  their  works  ^ 
which  would  undoYibtedly  be  highly  refented  by 
them*'  Reflraining  the  liberty  of  the  prefs,  sis  it  is 
unfriendly  to  our  religious  rights,  is  alfo  inimical  to 
our  civil  ones.  There  never  was  a  nation  who  loft 
the  former,  that  could  retain  the  latter.  Pricft. 
craft  and  flavcry  go  hand  in  hand.  It  deprives 
rational  and  focjal  creatures  of  the  greateft  enjoyment 
of  which  they  are  capable  ;  that  is,  it  forbids  them 
to  employ  their  thoughts  qn  whatever  fubjed  they 
pleafe,  and  to  communicate  them  one  to  another 
^s  freely  as  they  conceive  them.  It  is  the  engine 
of  flay^ry,  to  prevent  the  defeft  of  either  the 
government,  or  the  management  of  the  government, 
from  being  difcovered  pr  reformed  ;  an  in(lrumeQ( 
in  the  hand^  of  arbjtr$^ry  power  to  bar  true  patriots 
from  pleading  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people, 
aiSB^to  fanflion  the  pen  of  thofe  who  argue  for  the 
cxtenfion  of  the  prerogative.  The  liberty  of  the 
prefs  fecured,  ail  oth^r  liberty  is  fccure }  tbat  denied| 
no  other  is  prefcrved, 

Reflraining  the  prefs,  it  is  further  argued,  dif^ 
courages  the  ableft  men  from  writing;  who  will  no( 
be  content  tp  have  their  works  lie  at  the  mercy  of 
an  ignorant,  or  at  the  bed  an  unleifured  licenfert 
who  upon  a  curforyview  may  condemn  the  whole 
to  perpetual  darknefs,  or  itiike  out  the  mod  material 
things.  Thus,  it  concludes,  the  muft  important 
^ifcoveries  may  be  lofki  andxhe  moft  valuable  WQrk« 
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Be  fuppreffed.  It  tends  to  kave  the  prefs  open  to 
^one  bat  fools '  and  blockades^  and  to  make  an  im-' 
frimatuf  to  figniiy  no  more  than  that  fuch  a  book 
is  foolifh  enough  to  be  printed. 

Thcfe  and  many  other  arguments  for  the  liberty 
of  the  prefs  are  placed,  by  this  traft,  in  a  ftrocg 
point  of  view. 

In  1 704,  Dr.  Tyndal  publiflied  «*  Reafons  agamft 
^^  reftraining  the  Liberty  of  the  Prefs  j**  freq[uently 
adopting,  in  a  concife  way,  the  language  and  argQ- 
ihents  of  thi$  tra6l ;  and  though  not  exhibiting  a 
methodical  abridgement  of  it,  jret  evidently  formed 
on  lis  principles.  Thcf<?  ^*  Heaforis'*  were  repub^ 
Kfliedby  Mr.  Baron,  in  the  "  Pillar$  of  Prieftcraft 
^  and  Orthodoxy,**  in  1768,  vol.  iVf  p.  281, 

There  alfo  appeared  at  a  critical  moment,  when 
the  Aft  of  Parliament  for  reftraining  the  liberty  of 
die  prefs,  and  permitting  nothing  to  be  publiihed  with- 
out  the  imprimatur  of  a  licenfcr,  was  juft  expiring, 
a  nervous  pamphlet,  entitled  ^^  A  juft  Vindication  of 
^*  Learning,  and  of  the  Liberty  of  the  Prefs,**  by 
Chas.  Blount,  efq.  This  gentleman,  younger  fon  of 
Sir  Henry  Blount,  was  a  zealous  friend  to  the  Revo- 
lution, and  to  the  liberal  principles  ot^  whici^  the 
defence  of  that  interefting  event  was  founded,  This 
traft  is  digefted  into  nine  feftions ;  each  offers  ^ 
diftinft  argument  againft  the  invafion  of  that  liberty, 
which  the  author  juftly  ftates  is  at  once  the  founda- 
tion and  fecurity  of  every  other'  kind  of  liberty  j 
namely,  the  power  of  fpeaking  and  publiftiing:  the 
truth  with  refpeft  to  perfons,  meafar^Sj  and  fabjefts 
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of  inyeftigation :    let  this  freedom  be  poflefled,  the 
other  liberties  of  a  people  are  in  a  great  meafure  fafc. 

Thefe  generous  efforts  to  claim  and  vindicate  th^ 
fireedom  of  publiihing  had  a  good  efFed.  The 
pernicious  a£):  was  fuffered  to  expire,  and  the  prefs 
was  let  free.* 

The  fubjeA  had  been  difcufled  with  fiogular 
energy  and  eloquence  by  Milton,  in  his  ^'  Areopa- 
**  gitica/*  written  againft  the  Prcfbyicrians,  who 
bad  contended  for  the  freedom  of  the  prefs,  ^hen 
it  was  under  the  controul  of  the  epifcopal  church ; 
but  riling  afterwards  into  power,  they  turned  apo£i 
tates  to  their  own  principles,  and  abuiing  their 
afcendancy  in  Parliament,  procured  an  order  to  be 
publiflied,  June  15,  1643,  ^^^  reftraining  the  preis, 
and  placing  '^  this  formidable  engine  under  the  fame 
*^  control,  of  which  they  had  lately  indignantly 
^^  complained/'t  But,  notwithftanding  the  excel, 
lence  and  authority  of  Milton's  work,  the  fubfequent 
reftraints  on  the  prefs,  the  great  objeA  of  the  Revo- 
lution, namely,  the  fecurity  and  extendon  of  liberty, 
and  the  particular  tenor  of  the  A&.  of  Toleration, 
rendered  the  publication  of  the  other  trafts  now 
reviewed  fcafonablc  and  pointed.  And  though  licen-* 
fers  and  imprimaturs  h^ve  been,  fincc  that  period, 
confined  to  Oxford  j  yet  repeated  attempts  made  to 
rcftrain  it,  and  frequent  profecutions  of  authors  and 
publifticrs,  in  fubfequent  and  recent  times,  evince  the 
propriety  and  even  neceffity  of  often  recalling  the 

♦  Bridfh  Biography,  vol.  ?.  p.  296. 
t  Dr.  Syoua9Q>  I^ife  of  li^iton,  p*  ax3>  edit-  x8o6. 
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public  attention  to  the  equity,  policy,  and  wifdotn  of 
watching  the  infidious  defigns,  or  reiifting  the  more 
open  attacks  of  Minifters  of  State  againft  the 
liberty  of  the  prcfs.  It  ihouid  be  alfo  confidered^ 
whether  the  arguments  which  apply  againft  pre* 
venting,  do  not  hold  good  againft  punifhiog,  the 
publications  of  opinions,  that^  with  or  without 
reafon,  may  be  thought  pernicious? 

Dr,  Johnfon,  fpeaking  of  Milton^s  **  Areopa- 
"  giiica,"  fays,  **  The  danger  of  fuch  unbounded 
^*  liberty,  (of  unlicenfed  printing)  and  the  danger  of 
^^  bounding  it,  have  produced  a  problem  ia  the 
^*  fcience  of  government,  which  human  understanding 
"  feems  unable  to  folve.'*  **  Let  us  then  have 
•*  rec'ourfe/*  replies  a  judicious  writer  to  a  divine 
understanding  for  the  folution  of  it :  "  Let  both  the 
•*  tares  and  the  wheat  grow  together  till  the 
*  *  harveft,  left  while  ye  gather  up  the  tares,  yc  root 
*<  up  alfo  the  wheat  with  them."* 

Thefe  publications  immediately  arofe  from  the 
political  events  and  occurrences  of  the  day,  and 
were  connefted  with  them.  But  the  fpir  it  of  enquiry 
did  not  confine  itfclf  to  topics  of  this  tenor  ;  it  alfo 
flicwcd  iifelf  on  many  queftions  purely  theological. 
The  way  for  fuch  inveftigations  had  been  prepared 
by  the  controverfics  which  had  arifcn  in  preceding 
times.  It  would  be  foreign  to  the  dcfign  of  thefc 
pages  to  detail  them.  But  one  publication,  which 
made  its  appearance  thirteen  years  before  the  Revo- 
lution, was,  confidcring  the  genius  of  the  age,  of 

*  Memoirs  of  Tliomas  HoIIis^efq}  vo1.ii#  p*  551. 
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fo  lingular  a  kind,  created  fo  much  notice,  and 
called  forth  fo  much  oppofition,  that  though  the 
extent  and  permanence  of  its  influence  on  the  public 
mind  cannot  be  afcertained,  it  deferves  to  be  men- 
tioned ;  cfpecially  as  it  has  had  the  credit  given  to 
it,*  of  mollifying,  when  it  was  firfl:  publiflicd,  ^*  the 
"  fpirits  of  fome  men  that  were  fet  upon  perfccution 
*^  of  the  Diflcnters  ;*'  and  it  was  re-printed  and  pre- 
ferved  in  a  colleSion  of  fcarce  and  valuable  trafls, 
called  *'The  Phoenix,**  8vo,  No.  xxx.  It  was 
entitled  a '' Treatife  on  Human  Rcafon/*  It  is  a 
fmall  work  in  i4mo.  firft  printed  in  i  J75.  The 
author  was  Martin  Clifford^  efq\  mafter  of  the 
Charter-Houfe ;  educated  in  Weftminfter  fchool, 
and  thence  elefted  into  Trinity  College,  Cambridge, 
a  man  of  talent,  and  a  polite  fcholar,  who  lived  in 
great  intimacy  with  mod  of  the  wits  of  Charles^ 
lid's  reign.  An  idea  may  be  formed  of  the 
nature  and  dcfign  of  this  traft  from  the  following 
paffagcs :  "  He  bids  you  fearch  ;  there  is  therefore 
^*  in  man  a  natural  ability  of  fearching  fpiritual 
•^  truths,  and  that  can  be  nothing  elfe  but  his  un- 
derftanding :  he  who  gave  rules  which  admit  of 
fo  many  interpretations,  is  well  contented  that 

•  By  Dr.  Watts,  fee  Dr.  Johnfon's  Life  of  Dr.  Watts^  with 
notes,  1705.  In  this  publication  are  given,  in  the  Appendix  l^o.  i. 
fome  ftridures  of  that  excellent  man  on  the  "Trcatife  of  Human 
*•  Reafon,"  as  a  fpecimen  of  the  Do<5lor*s  manner  of  reading, 
N.B.  The  writer  of  this  recolledli,  that  when '  he  was  a  youth| 
receif  ing  his  elaificai  learning  at  St.  Paul's  School|  the  Rer.  Mr. 
Alien,  an  afliflant  mafter  in  that  feminaryi  and  the  learned -Editor 
•f  Demofthcnesi  pafled  a  commemlatioa  on  Mr.  Clifford's  xxtp^ 
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*^  they  fliall  be  interpreted  fcverally :  we  lay  the 
^^  blafphemous  accufacioa  of  injuftice  upon  Goo, 
^^  if  he  puni(h  us  for  an  error  which  we  could  not 
<«  avoid  :  reafon  is  the  eye,  true  religioo  is  the  ob» 
^^  jcQi :  all  other  helps,  divine  and  humai^y  are  aa 
^^  the  light,  as  fpe£tacles,  &c.  Now  it  is  iqupoifible 
*/  to  fee  with  any  thing  but  our  own  eyes,  i.  #.  our 
'  *•  reafon.  Yet  a  clear  light  is  neceflary,  without 
**  which  our  own  eye  cannot  fee  the  ol^ecfl,  nor  our 
^*  reafon  find  out  the  true  religion/*  The  author, 
it  appears,  was  the  advocate  of  enquiry,  candour^ 
and  freedom.  ,  His  book  was  atucked  by  a  fcholar 
at  Cambridge,  in  a  tra£l  tending  towards  perfeciw 
tion,  entitled  ^'  Plain  Dealing/'  It  was  defended  is 
a  traft,  called  "  An  Apology  for  the  Diicourfe  of 
**  Human  Reafon,  &c.*'  i2mo.  by  Albertus  Warren. 
It  alfo  drew  from  the  pen  of  an  anonymous  writer, 
**  Obfcrvations,  &c/*  charging  the  author  with 
conf  ufion  and  inconfidencies.  But  the  moil  masked 
teftimony  to  the  attention  which  it, had  excited,  and 
to  the  alarm  which  fome  had  taken  at  it,  was  the 
anfwcr  of  Dr.  B.^ancy,  bifliop  of  Ely ;  who, 
dining  with  many  perfons  of  quality  in  the  Charter- 
Houfe,  foon  after  its  publication,  on .  being  alked 
what  he  thought  of  the  book,  replied,  "  It  was  no 
**  matter  if  all  the  copies  were  burnt,  and  the  author 
**  with  them/'*  Dr.  Watts,  in  a  fpirit  worrhy  of 
himfelf,  pajQTed  a  more  candid  opinion  on  it,  **as 
**  having  many  ufeful  notions;*'  "though."  he  adds, 

*  Wood's  Athenae  Oxonienfes,  vol.  ii.  p.  381 — a ;  and  Gran- 
ger's "  Biographical  Hiftory  bf  England,"  vol.  iy.  p.  96. 
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^^  it  exalts  reafon  as  the  rule  of  rdigion,  Is  well  as 
•^  the  guide,  to  a  degree  very  dangerous.'* 

The  controveriies  which  had  been  agitated  in  the 
preceding  reigns,  on  the  queftions  that,  relate  to  the 
conftitution,  difcipline,  and  wor{hip  of  die  chriftian 
church,  betweeH  the  members  of  theEnglifheftablilhed 
church,  the  prefbyterians,  the  independents,  and  the 
baptifts,  excited  {he  attention  of  a  young  gentleman^t 
ftrongly  bent  on  leammg  and  theological  enqqirlcs, 
then  an  apprentice  to  his  father,  a  grocer,  in 
£xeter ;  and  engaged  him,  by  a  diligent  examination 
of  the  authentic  writings  of  the  three  £r{t  centuries, 
to  inveftigate  the  ufages  of  the  antient  church  within 
that  period.  The  refult  of  his  enquiries  into  the 
matter  of  h&  on  thefe  points  appeared  in  ^  work 
publiflied  in  1691,  the  a  2d  year  of  the  a.uthor's 
age,  entitled,  ^'  An  Enquiry  into  the  Conftitution, 
••  Difcipline,  Unity,  and  Worlhip  of  the  Primitive 
^^  Church,  that  flouriihed  within  the  firft  three 
*^  hundred  years  after  Chrift  ;  ^ithfully  colleAed 
^^  out  of  the  extant  writings  of  thofe  ages ;  in  two 
^*  parts/*  The  drift  exaftnefs  and  care  with  which 
this  treatifc  is  drawn  up;  and  the  learning  which  it 
difplays,  have  juftly  fecof ed  to  it  great  reputation, 
and  rendered.it  a  ftandard  book  of  authority  to  this 
day.  In  1717,  Mr.  Sclater,  anonjuring  clergy- 
man, attempted  to  undermine  its  authority  by  an 
anfwer  to  it,  entitled,  ^*  An  original  Draft  of  the 
^'  Primitive  Church,''  8vo.  But  this  work  has  long 
iince  funk  into  oblivion*  The  author  of  the 
t  Mr.  P^tcr  Kiogy  afterwards  Lord  CbanccUor./^     .^. 
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^'  Enquiry'*  affurcs  the  public,  that  by  the  troabfe 
and  afflidion  which  the  animofities  and  quarrels  of 
the  day  occafioned  him,  he  was  induced  to  make  his 
refearches,  and  publifli  the  refult  of  them  ;  for,  if 
he  could  be  the  happy  inftrument  to  compofe  and 
heal  thofe  quarrels,  he  was  ready  to  facrifice  not  only 
that  book,  but  ail  that  he  was  or  had.  Thefe  were 
the  feelings  of  a  tender,  ingenuous^  and  youthfal 
mind*  Two  reafons  particularly  fwayed  him; 
namely,  to  inform  others,  and  to  inform  himfelf.  So 
far  was  he  from  aiming  at  applaufe,  and  feeking  to 
gratify  vanity,  he  fo  contrived  to  conceal  his  name, 
that  his  bookfeller  did  not  know  it  ;  and  through- 
out the  work,  he  fupported  the  charaScr  which  he 
afiumed  in  the  title-page  as  his  lignature,  that  of 
**  an  Impartial  Hand.** 

Some  of  the  queftions  confidered  in  the  preceding 
treatife  were  difcufled  about  the  fame  time,  with 
learning  and  temper,  in  two  pofthumous  works,  by 
a  man  of  uncommon  erudition  and  abilities,  and  of 
Angular  raodefty  and  humility,  Mr.  David  Clarkfon, 
who  was  cjefted  ftora  Mortlake  in  Surrey,  and  had 
been  the  tutor  of  Archbilhop  Tillotfon,  at  Clare 
Hall  in  Cambridge.  Thfcfe  treat ifes  were  entitled, 
the  one,  **  Pritriitive  Epifcopacy,  dated  and  cleared 
**  from  the  Hply  Scriptures  and  Ancient  Records  ;'* 
ihe  other,  **A  Difcourfe  on  Liturgies/^  The 
fubjeft  of  the  former  traft  had  in  fome  ineafure 
pafTed  under  the  author's  review,  in  a  treatife  pub* 
liflied  during  his  life  in  anfwer  to  Dr«  StilKngfleet; 
and  which  was  the*  mofl;  noted  of  his  works^  and 
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"  (hews  him,'*  fays  Mr,  Granger,  "  to  have  been  a 
^*  man  of  great  reading  in  church  hiftory."  It  was 
entitled  '*  No  Evidence  of  diocefan  Epifcopacy  ia 
*^theprimitiveTimes;*'  i68i,4to.* 

In  1692,  there  appeared  a  work  of  celebrity,  now 
fcarce,  from  the  pen  of  a  learned  and  ingenious 
writer,  who  had  already   gained  great  reputation 
by  a  performance  in  Latin,  on  **  the  Sacred  Theory 
"  of  the  Earth. '*f     The  work  to  which  we  allude, 
has  a  claim  to  our  notice  in  this  place,  on  account 
of  its  conneflion  with  facred  literature.     It  was 
compofed  in  Latin,  and  was  entitled  ^^  Archaeologiae 
•*  Philofophicae  ^  five  Do£trina  Antiqua  de  Rerum 
•^  Originibus :"  that      is,    an    Enquiry    into    the 
Dodrine   of  the  ancient    Philofophers   concerning 
the  Original  of  the  World  ;  in  two  books.      The 
fecond  edition  was  printed  in  London,  1728,  Svo. 
It  is  addrefTed,  in  an  elegant  panegyrical  dedication, 
to  King  William.     The  author  was  Dr.  Thomas 
Burnet,  mafler   of  the  Charter-Houfe,  chaplain  in 
ordinary  and  clerk   of  the  clofct  to  King  William. 
**  His  defign,'*  as  it  is  dated  in  the  preface,  "  is  to 
^*  enquire  into  the  opinions  of  the  ancients  concerning 
"  the  nature   of  things,  in  order  to  vindicate  and 
**  give  anti  ]uity  its  due  praife ;  and  to  ftiew  that 
**  neither  were  our  anceftors  dunces,  nor  was  wifdonoi 
**  or  true  philofophy,  born  with  us^**      The  fubjeft 


*  See  the  Preface  to  the  Treatife  j  and  for  an  analyfis  of  the 
vorkrCalamyy  y.  i«  p.  516 — s^3» 

t  For  an  analyfis  of  this  work,  or  a  ftiort  ticw  of  its  defign,  fee 
Britifh  Biography,  yol*  vii.  p.  73— 7 7* 

H    H    2 


46b  history  op  the  c.  v. 

of  enquiry  in  this  trcatifc  is  the  Rate  of  the  oU 
worldy  or  according  to  the  Vulgate  tranflation  of 
3  Pet.  ii.  5,  « the  original  world  ;'*  that  is,  the  ante- 
diluvian,  but  indufive  alfo  of  the  flood  itfelf^  and 
its  concomitants  and  inunediate  confequences.  The 
firit  book  offers  a  profpeflus  of  the  ancient  philo* 
fophy  through  the  various  nations  of  the  earth,  the 
Scythians,  Celts,  and  jSthiopians ;  takes  a  funrey 
of  the  oriental  nations,  including  the  philofophy  and 
learning  of  the  Chinefe  and  the  Brachmans,  of  the 
Aflyrians  and  Chaldseans,  of  the  Perfians  and  their 
Magi,  of  the  Arabs  and  Phosnicians,  of  the  Hebrews 
and  their  Cabbala ;  exhibits  a  view  of  the  various 
literature  of  the  Egyptians ;  then  pafles  ovtt  to 
Greece,  and  examines  the  philofophical  principles, 
firft  of  Orpheus,  then  of  the  lonians,  afterwards  of 
Pythagoras  and  his  feft ;  in  fucceiEon  to  liim  the 
principles  of  Eleatic  fed,  a  fchool  form^  of  phi** 
lofophers,  differing  in  country,  manners,  and  tenets ; 
after  them  follows  a  review  of  the  doftrinc  of  the 
Stoics,  Platonics,  Ariftotelians,  and  Epicureans. 
A  dlfcuflion  on  the  origin  of  the  barbaric  philofophy, 
or  the  philofophy  prior  to  the  Grecian,  condudes 
the  firft  book. 

The  fecond  book  is  a  kind  of  commentary  on  the 
fcripture  theory  of  the  earth.  The  fubje£b  difcofled 
in  it  are  the  ancient  univerfal  tradition  concerning 
the  chaos  ;  the  firft  form  and  external  appearance 
of  the  earth,  as  diftinguiftied  from  fubfequent  ftates 
of  it ;  the  nature,  manner,  and  caufes  of  dduges, 
efpecially  of  the  univerfal  flood ;  the  perpendicular 
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poUtion  of  the  earth,  with  refpe^t  to  the  fun  and  its 
properties,  as  a  perpetual  fpring  or  equinox,  an 
atmofphere  wet  with  rain,  but  no  rainbow,  and  the 
longevity  of  mankind  i  the  change  of  its  pofition 
into  tn  oblique  direction,  and  the  confequent  phas- 
nomena;  the  Mofaic  account  of  paradife,  and  of 
nature  and  man  in  the  new  world  ;  the  origin  of 
things  as  reprefented  in  the  firfl:  chapter  of  Geneilst 
and  the  interpretation  of  the  Mofaic  Hexaemeron,  or 
the  creation  diftributed  into  the  works  of  fix  days  ; 
the  doubts  and  objections  which  may   be  urged 
againft  the  author's  explanation  of  the  Hexaemeron^ 
by  dbiofe  who  adhere  to  the  literal  fenfe  of  the  word* 
The  author,    anticipating  the  offence  and  odium 
which  his  fentiments  on  the  Mofaic  narrative,  and 
the  firft  ftate  of  mankind,  might  and   did  raife, 
calls  the  attentioi)  of  his  readers,  in  the  laft  chapter^ 
to  fojne  confiderations  and  teftimonies  of  authors, 
which  appeared  to  him  of  great  moment  to  a  fair 
and  candid  judgment  of  his  opinions;  fuch  as,  the 
nature  and  genius  of  the  oriental  ftyle ;  the  flow 
conception  and  narrow  genius  of  the  people  of  Ifrael, 
when  the  Mofaic  narratives  were  written  ;  the  opi- 
niQUS  and  comments  of  learned  men, who  had  written 
before  him  on  thefe  points ;  and  the  reverential 
regard  to  the  Divine  Being  to  be  preferved  in  the 
interpretation  of  thefe  paflages^  that  a  fenfe  becoming 
his   perfections  and  greatnefs  may  be  affixed  to 
them*    In  an  appendix,  the  author  gives  aconcife 
view  of  the  doctrines  of  the  modem  Brachmans* 
This'  is  followed  by  two  letters  to  a  learned  friend^ 
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who  had  reprefented  to  him  the  refle£lions  caft  on 
his  work    in  vindication  of  it.     But  offence  once 
conceived  does  not  eafily  yield  to  calm  rcmonftrance, 
nor  does  prejudice    impartially  weigh  arguments*/ 
This   Dr.  Thomas  Burnet  experienced.      In  vain 
did  he  plead  the  modeft  and  unafliiming  fpirit  in 
which  he  wrote :  in  vain  did  he  appeal  to  the  fervent 
and  devout  wiflies,  with  rcfpeft  to  ihefe  pbints,  as 
cxpreffed  at  the  conclufion  of  his  treatife,  that  his 
errors  might  be  pardoned  from  divine  compailion 
towards  human  weaknefs  and  darknefs,  and  that  he 
might  be  enlightened^  with  clearer  views :  in  vain 
did  he  urge  that  he  had  not  written  his  fentiments 
in  the  vulgar  tongue,  to  nnfeiile  the  minds  of  the 
illiterate,  and  to  ftart  fome  fubjefis  of  convcrfation 
in  alehoufes, ;  but  he  had  compofed  his  work  in  the 
Latin  language,  for  the  confideration  of  the  learned, 
and  of  the  minifters  of  religion.     The  influence  of 
the  clergy  was  excited  againft  him.     He  wais  pre- 
cluded from  any  other  preferments  in  the  church ; 
and  the  King  was  obliged  even  to  remove  him  from 
his  port  at  Court,     The  manner  in  which   he  re- 
prefented the  hiftory  of  the  Fall,  with  a  viei^to' 
fliew  in  a  ftrong  light  the  difficulties  which  attend 
the  literal  fenfe ;  the  neccffi.ty  of  having  recourfe 
to  a  figurative  interpretation,  efpecially  by  cafting 
into  the  form  of  a  dialogue  between  Eve  and  the 
ferpent  the  brief  narrative  of  the  temptation; '  was 
the  part*  which  gave  peculiar  offence.     The  author 

•  It  may  b?  confidered  as  a  proof  of  thQ  more  liberal  fpirit  <rf'our 
own  times,  aod  of  the  progrefs  of  free  eDqiiiry,  fince  Uic  days  of 
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afterwards  defired  a  Dutch  bookfeller  to  fupprefs 
this  dialogue,  in  an  edition  of  the  work,  theb  prints . 
ing  in  Holland,  f    It  h  alfo  omitted  in  the  edition 
of  1733.     Andfrofl  the  fcarccnefe  of  tlic-  original 
Vork,  it    has  beep  read   by,  few ^  perlbns  in  the. 
prefent  day,  - 

..In  1693,  ^^^T^^  appeared,  a  critica|,worlf,  formed 
on  a  more  comprehenfiye  pl^p  tbanis  rcotppatibje 
with  the  difcuifion  of  any,  particularr  theological 
queftioiu  It  was  ^ofefledly;  an  inv^ftiga^ion  of  the 
lenfq  and  grammatical  coqftrudion  of  mapypaflagef 
of  fcripture,  independently  o^  aay  fyftem^-  This 
was,  one  of  the  firft,  if  not  the.firft;,  work  of  the  kind; 
after  the  Reformation.  It  proceeded  from  the  peiji 
of  a  layman  of  rank  and  title,  whom  the  editor,  fpr 
ic .  was  a .  poflhnmous  publication,  chai^aflerifes  as 
Sncerely  religioijis,  and  profoundly  judicious,  as  well 
as  learned.  Its  title  is,  ■'' Annotations  upon  fome 
♦•difficult  Texts  in  all  the  Books  qf,  the  New 
♦^  Teftament  j**  by  Sir  Norton  Knatcl^bujl,  knight 
ajnd  baronet;  Cambridge,  i6^i»  It  confiijbs  of  ori« 
ginal  and  feleft  obfervations.  It;  had.bcer}  fairly 
tranfcribed,  and  prepared  for  the  prefaby  the.  author 
himfclf ;  and  was  a  .  more  complete .  and  -  perfeft 
draught,  enrkhed  with  fupplemental  and  new  re- 
marks, as  well  as  a  tranilation  of  a  Latin  work,  which 

Dr.  Thomas  Burnet,  that  different  aythorsi  Hartley,  Price,  and 
Bifhop  Newton,^  have  ipatntained,  without  drawing  an  odium  on 
themfelves,  that  a  figurative  rather  than  a  real  ferpent  was  in- 
tended, and  that  the  narrative  of  the  Fall  is  founded  on  hierogly* 
phical  delineations,  or  is  in  great  meafure  allegorical* 
t  Birch's  Life  of  Tiilotfooi  p.  a 79. 
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h^d  been  thrkc  printed  at  Oxford  ;  and  was  oScrcd 
to  the  public  as  a  more  ufeful,  elaborate,  and  fuo 
cefsful  eflay  in  its  kind  than  had  been  before  pub« 
liihed.  The  defign  purfued  by  the  author  Is  to 
afcert^n  the  proper  fenfe  and  right  ufe  ofeacfr 
ambiguous  particle,  word^  and  phrafe,  which  came: 
lioder  bis  fcrntlny ;  aiid  to  vindicate  and  ducidatCy 
by  a  more  plain  and  accurate  verfion,  and  a  more 
intelligible  and  appropriate  expofition,  the'  genuine 
ponftruftion  oiF  the  intricate  periods,  obfcurc  tranii- 
tions,  and  perplexing  trajefiions^  in  the  paltages  oil 
which  he  beftoWs  his  attention.  This  edition  is" 
introduced  by  the  Latin  preface^^  of  the  former  edi- 
tions in  that  language.  Benfon  and  Doddridge 
have  both  referred  to  thefc  *^  Annotations,^'  with 
exprcffions  of  great  refpeft  j  though  they  have  in 
the  fpirit  of  liberal  criticifm  examined,  and  either 
adppted  or  difcarded  the  author^s  critiques,  as  that 
examination  of  them  fuggefted.  Sir  Norton  Knatch- 
bull  ranks  in  the  lift  of  principal  critics  on  the  New 
Teftamcnt  affixed  by  Dr.  Harwood  to  his  edidoQ 
of  the  Greek  Teftamcnt,  and  by  Archbifhop  New- 
come  to  his  **  Attempt  for  an  improved  Vcrfioq  of 
<*  the  New  Teftamcnt.  -  It  rcflefts  credit  cm  this 
work,  and  on  the  acumen  and  jtidgment  of  its  author^ 
that  the  celebrated  Dr.  Hammondj^  \n  the  fecond 
edition  of  his  Paraphrafe  and  Annotations  on  the 
New  Teftamcnt,  ayailed  himfelf  of  fomc  of  the 
notes,  of  which,  at  his  requeft.  Sir  Norton  Knatcl;* 
bull  had  given  ^im  the  fight  in  manufcript ;  gi^ 
Norton  indeed  was  encouraged  to  purfue  his  critical 
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difquifitions,  and  to  publifti  them,  by  Dr.  Hammond, 
The  learned  Baronet,  while  he  profeffed  a  great 
refpcS  for  ancient  and  modern  cxpofi'tors,  yet  often  ' 
differed  from  both  with  a  becoming  and  generous 
independence  of*  mind,  cxpreffmg  bis  wi(h  to  be 
allowed j  and  his  difpofition  to  grant  to  others, 
liberty  of  opinion. 

In  the  fame  year  in  which  this  critical  Workiffued 
from  the  prefs,  Mr.  Tong,  then  a  diffenting  minifter 
at  Coventry,  and  afterwards  at  Salter's-hall  in 
London,  well  known  as  the  Uographer  of  Mr» 
Matthew  Henry;,  and  eminent  for  his  own  charaAer 
^and  talents  ^s:  a  minifter,  attraAed  the  attention  of 
the  public  by  **  a  Vindication  of  Nonconformity.'* 
In  1 689,  Mr.  M.  Henry  publilhed  a  fmall '« Difeouri^ 
^^cpnccming  the  nature  of  Schifmj*'  intended  to 
cleat  the  diffenters  from  the  obloquy  and  odium 
pnder  which  they  lay;  as  charged  with  that  fin.  The 
defign  was  to  examine  the  meaning  of  the  word 
fchifm  in  all  the  places  offcripture  in  which  it  is 
found,  and  to  fhew  that  it  fignifies  uncharitablenefs 
and  alienation  of  affection  among  chriftians ;  and  the 
concluiion  drawn  from  the  enquiry  is,  diat  there 
may  be  fchifm  where  there  is  no  feparate  commu- 
nion, and  that  a  feparate  communion  may  exifi;  with- 
out fchifm.  This  tra£l  was  given  to  the  public  at 
the  perfqafion  of  Mr.  Tong.  It  called  forth  fin- 
gular  and  illiberal  animadveriions.  Mr.  Tong  took 
up  his  pen  in  defence  of  Mr.  Henry's  "  Brief  En- 
quiry  into  the  nature  of  Schifm,  and  the  Vindi- 
cation of  it  5  with  ReflcAion$  upon  a  pamphlet 
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**,  called  the  Review  ;  and  a  brief  Hiftorical  Account. 
*^  of  Nonconformity  from  the  Reformation  to  this 
*'  prefent  time.*'  4to.(|  The  natare  of  catholic  unity, 
a  term  tortured  on  the  one  hand  to  frighten  the  weak 
and  timorous,  and  on  the  other  to  reproach  the 
cq>pofers  of  fpiritual  Ufurpation  and  tyranny,  was 
the  principal  fubjefl  difcuiTed  in  this  trad.  The 
author  confidcred  it  in  two  views;  either  as  political. 
In  the  union  of  all  fincere  chridians,  by  f  .ith  ia  one 
God  and  one  Mediator,  unto  Chrift  their  head  ;  or 
as  moral,  m  mutual  love  towards  one  another  ;  from 
which  principles  arifes  the  concluiion,  that  none  are 
out  of  the  unity  of  the  church  but  thofe  who  are 
deftitute  of  thefe  fundamental  graces.  To  affirm 
this  of  proteftant  difienters  in  general^^  and  merely  on 
the  ground  of  their  diffcnt,  the  author  looked  upon 
as  ^^  a  piece  of  diabolifm  which  the  gofpel  abhors, 
*•  and  of  which  humanity  itfelf  will  be  a(hamed.*' 
The  remainder  of  the  treatife  was  defigned  to  clear 
the  nonconformifts  from  the  different  charges  of  dif- 
obedience  to  fuperiors,  and  of  indecorum  and  irregu- 
larity as  to  religious  ceremonies  and  worftiip,  in  their 
cxpreflions,  gefturc,  and  habit.  The  vindication  of 
the  nonconformifts  againft  the  firft  charge  turned  on 
three  pleas,  viz.  that  bifliops  had  no  power  diftinft 
from  or  fuperior  to  that  of  prelbyters  by  the  law 
of  God  ;  that  the  whole  jurifdiftion  of  Englilh 
bifliops,  and  the  authority  of  the  canons,  was  derived 
from  the  civil  magiftrate  and  the  laws  of  the  land ; 
and  that  the  civil  power  had  left  the  nonconformifts, 

1  Tongas  Life  of  Matthew  Henryi  lamo.  1716,  p.aSz. 
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at  that  period,  to  their  liberty  in  the  cafe  of  confor. 
mity,  and  that  therefore  no  charge  of  difobediencc 
to  authority  lay  againft  them.  The  nature  and  rule 
of  decorum  or  decency,  as  connfeftcd  with  any  cerc» 
monies  of  religion,  fome  rcfleftions  on  parifh  order, 
the  terms  of  conformity,  the  reafons  of  noncoofor- 
mity,  and  the  arguments  produced  for  ihe  impofition 
of  ceremonies,  were  the  points  confidered  in  tejply 
to  the  fecond  charge.  The  nature  of  fehifm  and 
other  matters  came  under  review  ;  and  the  hiftorical 
appendix,  though  (hort,  is  reprcfcnted  to  have  beoi 
«*  clear  and  ftrong.'^J    ^  .  . 

An  anonymous  churchman  at  this  time  had  the' 
candour  and  liberality  to  take  up  his  pen  in  the" 
caufe  of  the  diffetiters,  and  to  plead,  by  many  very 
affe^ling  and  earned  confiderations,  for  fuch  abate- 
ments in  matters  relative  to  the  ceremoniat  part  of 
worChip,  as  mig;ht  obviate  the  fcruples  of  fome  ac 
leafl,  and  gain  them  over  to  the  eftabliflied  <:burch, 
and  prevent  the  feceilion  of  others.  He  partial- 
larly  recommended,  among  other  alterations,  that 
the  furplice  and  habits,  the  fign  of  the  crofs  in  bap- 
tifm,  and  kneeling  at  the  Lord's  fupper,  fhould  be 
dropt  or  left  indifferent.  He  propofed  a  review  of 
the  form  and  method  of  the  liturgy,  as  partaking 
much,  in  iti  prefent  ftate,  of  the  Romi(h  (lamp ; 
and  wifticd  the  length  of  it  to  be  confidered.  He 
fiiggefted  the  propriety  of  an  alteration  of  the  Athai 
nafian  Creed,  that  •'  the  gate  of  heaven  might  not 
^*  be  made  narrower  than  God  had  made  it  :*'  and 

t  Calamy,  yoL  i.  p.  5301 5311  sz** 
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recommended  fuch  an  order  and  dire£lion  of  church 
muiic  as  would  prevent  men's  miftaking  the  tickling 
of  the  ears  for  an  dation  of  mind  and  heavenly  rap* 
ture.  The  title  of  this  treatife  was  "  A  Plea  for 
^^  Abatement  in  matters  of  Conformity  to  feveral 
*^  Injunfiions  and  Orders  of  the  Church  of  England. 
^S  By  Irenasus  Junior^  a  conforming  Member  of  the 
**  Church  of  England.**  410.  Some  of  the  expoftu- 
lations  of  the  author,  quoted  by  Dn  Calamy,  are 
proofs  of  the  fpirit  of  the  times,  while  th^  expre(s 
bJ3  own  juft  and  generous  refentment  at  it.  He 
urged,  ^^  that  if  many  eamefl  and  repeated  promifes 
*^  0/  perfons  in  extremity  could  lay  an  obligation  of 
^^  performance  upon  them,  to  pay  their  vows  when- 
^  ever  they  became  folvent,  there  were  many,  of  no 
^^finall  figure  or  intereft  in  the  church,  under  no 
^^'  mean  tie  to  find  out  an  expedient  and  temper  to 
^,  heal  thofc  breaches  which  feveral  controverted 
^^  rites  and  ceremonies  in  the  church  had  unhappily 
<«  occafioned.*'.  He  reminded  the  public,  "  that  fome, 
^^  who  in  the  height  of  the  florm  promifed  a  candle 
*^a?itaUas  their  main-roafl:,  when  that  was  allayed, 
^^  thought  one  burnt  into  the  focket  too  coftly  a  fa« 
^f  crifice  to  offer  up  for  the  peace  and  unity  of  the 
^^  church."  The  author  delineated  another  feature 
of  the  times  in  the  complaint  which  he  brought 
forward ;  that  '*  whereas  non-refiftance  and  paifive 
f  *  obedience  had  been  the  univerfal  cry  of  the  church, 
,  *'  and  fqueczcd  till  the  blood  came  j  the  mifchief  was, 
**  when  they  had  nurft  the  prerogative  till  it  bad 
**  ftung  fome  of  them,  and  tiffed  ^t  ^I  the  reft,  they 
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^*  prcfently  let  the  world  fee  they  never  brewed  this 
^'doftrine  for  their  own  drinking.  Then,"  he 
added,  *^thcy  acknowledged  we  fuflfcr  juftly ;  but 
*^  what  have  our  brethren  done  whom  we  purfued 
*^  with  fuch  revenge  and  rage  ?  Then  they  confefled 
^'  they  facrificed  the  intereft  of  the  church  to  their 
*^  malice ;  but  if  the  diffenters  would  forbear  to 
^  comply  with  the  common  enemy,  they  would  do 
**  great  things  for  them  whenever  they  came  again 
<<  into  their  kingdom.  But  alas !  there  is  too  much 
*^  reafon,*'  he  fubjoined,  "  to  cry  out, 

<<  ^grotat  dsmoD)  monachos  tunc  cfle  volebat ; 
<<  CoDvaluit  dxmoUf  dsmon  ut  ante  fmtJ* 

*^  Witnefs  that  great  regret  fome  of  them  have 
*^  exprefTed  againfl:  that  kindnefs  and  favour  which 
^^the  king  and  two  fucceeding  parliaments  have 
^*  evinced  to  diffenting  proteftants,  while  they  with 
**  fury  bite  the  chain  which  reftrains  them  from 
**  falling  foul  on  their  former  priey ;  befides  their 
*^  unreafonable  flickle  to  prevent  the  lead  abate* 
*^  ment  in  matters  which  refpe£l  the  ceremonial 
*^  part  of  worihip,  a  conformity  to  which  goes 
*'  with  them  for  the  whole  duty  of  a  miniftcr.*'* 

The  publications  of  the  period  which  have  been 
noticed,  related  to  points  of  dijBference  between  thofe 
who  were  equally  attached  to  revelation  as  a  rule 
of  faiih,  wor(hip,  and  difeipline  -,  and  who  made 
their  appeal  to  the  fcrtptures  as  an  authoritative  and 
divine  rule.  Thefe  difcuffions  tended  to  open  the 
mind,  to  ftimulate  enquiry,  to  exercife  fagacity,  and 

t  Calamy,  vol.  i,  p.  5S»"-53S« 


487  HISTORY  OF   THE  C.  V. 

to  flreogthen  the  judgment.  But  whilft  chriftiant^ 
the  profefledadvocates  of  revelation,  were  contending 
amongft  themfelves  on  doArines  and  ceremonies, 
the  times  were  not  deftitute  of  writers,  whofe  pub* 
lications  tended,  if  they  were  not  deiigned,  to  na. 
dermine  the  aut])ority  of  the  fcriptures.  Thofie 
publications  naturally  led  men  alfo  to  examine  the 
grounds  of  their  faith  ;  to  elucidate  the  meaning  and 
trnefcnfeof  thefcriptures  in  paffages  which  appeared 
to  furnifh  ftrong  objeftlons  to  their  divine  authority; 
and  to  difcriminate  between  the  genuine  doftrines  of 
revelation,  and  the  corruptions  of  chriflianity :  an 
employment  of  the  mind,  which,  after  along  night  of 
ignorance,  fuperftition,  and  error,  required  patieit 
enquiry,  cool  confideration,  and  length  of  time. 

At  the  beginning  of  the  feventeenth  century, 
Edward  Lord  Herbert  of  Cherbury,  held  in  equal 
admiration  for  his  perfon,  underftanding,  learning, 
and  courage,  with  a  view  to  difcard  all  extraordinary 
revelation  as  ufclefs  and  unneceflary,  though  he 
made  no  attempt  to  refute  the  evidences  of  the  Jewifli 
and  Chriftian  revelations,  afferted  the  fufficiency, 
univerfality,  and  abfolute  perfeftion  of  natural  reli- 
gion ;  which  he  reduced  to  five  articles,  viz,  that 
there  is  one  fupreme  God  ;  that  he  is  to  be  wor- 
ftiipped  ;  that  piety  and  virtue  are  the  principal  parts 
of  his  worfliip :  that  fin,  on  repentance,  will  be  for. 
given ;  and  that  there  will  be  a  future  ftate  of 
rewards  for  good,  andof  puni(hment  for  wicked  men** 

*  Leland's  View  of  the  Deiftical  Writersi  toI.  i.  p.  3, 4,  Sto* 
cd.  1798. 
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About  the  time  of  Lord  Herbert's  death,  Mr. 
Thomas  Hobbes,  of  Malmfbury,  publiflied  feveral 
treatifes,  in  which,  though  they  were  not  dire£^ly 
levelled  againfl:  revealed  religion,  he  advanced  prin- 
ciples fubverfivc  of  all  religion,  by  deriving  it  from 
**  the  fear  of  power  invifible,  feigned  by  the  mind, 
**  or  imagined  ffom  tales  publicly  allowed  j*'  and  his 
fyftcm  of  ethics  had  a  ftrong  tendency  to  corrupt 
the  public  morals.  **  There  was,"  it  has  been  ob- 
ferved, "  a  great  diflferencc  between  Mr.  Hobbes  and 
•^  Lord  Herbert.  This  noble  writer  confidered  the 
**  belief  of  a  future  Hate  among  the  common  notices 

naturally  obvious  to  the  minds  of  all  men :  but  Mr. 

Hobbes  grounded  it  upon   other  men's  faying, 

that  they  knew  it  fupematurally,  or  that  they 
**  knew  ihofe  who  knew  them  that  knew  other? 
•*  that  knew  it  fupematurally.*'* 

Thefe  writers  were  followed  by  Mr.  Charle^ 
Blount,  youngeft  fon  of  Sir  Henry  Blount.  This 
author  gave  offence  to  many  by  feveral  publications, 
which  were  viewed  as  unfavourable  to  revealed 
religion.  One  was  entitled,  **  Anima  Mundi;  or, 
<*  an  Hiftorical  Narration  of  the  Opinions  of- the 
**  Ancients  Concerning  Man'is  Soul  after  this  Life, 
**  according  to  unenlightened  Nature.**  Another  was 
*•  the  two  firft  books  of  Philoftratus,  concerning  the 
**  life  of  Apollonius  Tyanoeus,  with  philological 
<•  notes ;"  written  with  a  defign  to  oppofe  the  cha- 
Ta£ler  and  miracles  of  the  magician  and  philofopher 
to  thofc*of  Chrift.     A  third  publication  in  1683, 

*  Leiand,  utantCi  p.35>  371  aS. 
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entitled  ^^  Rellgio  Laid/'  was  little  more  than  a 
tranilation  of  Lord  Herbert's  treatife  ander  the 
fame  name. 

The  work  which  more  particularly  folicits  our 
notice  as  publi(hed  in  the  period  under  our  review, 
jfliied  from  the  prefs  in  1693,  after  the  author^s 
death,  under  the  care  of  his  friend  Mr.  Charles 
Gildon,  afterwards  diftinguiihed  as  a  dramatic 
writer,  as  its  editor.  This  treatife  coniifts  of  various 
fmall  trads^  not  very  fuitable  either  in  fubjeft  or 
execution  to  the  pompous  title  which  it  bore  s*  nor 
all  written  by  Mr,  Blount.  The  firfl  is  a  letter  with 
his  name  to  it,  in  vindication  of  Dr.  Burnet's 
**  Archaeologia ;"  fixty-lix  pages  out  of  226  are  oc- 
cupied with  a  tranilation  by  H.  B.  of  the  7th  and 
8th  chapters  of  that  learned  work,  with  the  appendix 
on  the  Bracbman's  religion  ;  which,  as  Dr.  Leland 
obfcrves,  were  very  far  from  being  intended  to  fub- 
vert  the  authority  of  the  Mofaic  writings,  though 
they  were  defigned  to  flate,  and  to  place  in  a  ftrong 
point  of  view,  the  difficulties  that  attend  a  literal 
bterpretafion  of  many  pafTages  in  them.  The 
next  fibort  article,  *  *  a  Summary  Account  of  the 
««Dcia's  Religion,  addreffed  to  Dr.  Sydenham," 
IS  to  be  confidered  in  connexion  with  another,  under 
the  form  of  a  letter  to  Charles  Blount,  efq;  with  the 
figpature  of  A.  W.  **  on  Natural  Religion  as  op- 
^'  pofed  to  Divine  Revelation."  The  writer  of  ihrfe 
treatifes  advances  the  fame  general  principles  with 
Lord  Herbert.      He  extends,  however^^    the  five 

*  The  Oracles  of  ReafiNi. 
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anicles  to  fcven,  by  defining  the  worfllip  of  GO0 
to  confUt  in  prayer  and  praife  ;  and  by  adding  one 
article  in  affcrting  the  government  of  the  world  by 
the  providence  of  God  ;  and  another,  on  our  obe-*- 
dience  to  the  rules  of  right  reafon,  a$  condituting. 
moral  virtue.  In  the  letter  to  Dn  Sydenham  from 
Mr.  Blount  himfclf,  prefixed  -to  the  firfl:  of  thdc 
tracts,  there  is  a  remarkable  concefilon.  ^^  Undoubt- 
**  cdly,*'  lays  he,  ^*  in  our  travels  to  the  other 
^^  world  the  common  road  is  the  fafeft  ;  and  though 
*^  deifm  is  a  good  manuring  for  a  man's  confcience, 
yet  certainly  if  fowed  with  chriftiahity  it  will  pro- 
duce a  moft  profitable  crop.*'*  The  next  traft 
Written  by  Mr.  Blount,  and  addrefled  to  Mr.  Hobbes^ 
**  as  the  great  inftruftor  of  the  moft  fenfible  part  of 
*^  mankind  in  the  noble  Iciencc  of  philofophy," 
exhibits  a  (hort  hiftorical  view  of  the  Ariansand 
Trinitarians,  and  of  general  councils,  iit  the  time 
when  thofe  feds  divided  the  chriftiau  world.  A 
ihort  eflay  to  elucidate  the  propofition,  "  that  felicity 
**  confifts  generally  in  pleafure,"  by  Rd.  Richard* 
fon ;  another,  "  Of  Beneficence  and  Gratitude," 
figned  Robert  Yaxley ;  and  a  third,  *^  Of  Fate  and 
"  Fortune,"  with  the  fignature  An.  Rogers,  follow 
each  other.  Thefe  are  fucceeded  by  a  letter  to  the 
right  honourable  the  moft  ingenious  StrephoQ, 
"  concerning  the  Immonality  of  the  Soul  ;**  and 
by  another  letter  '^  to  the  defervedly  honoured  and 
moft  ingenious  Ms^or  A.  concerning  the  original  of 
the  Jews  ;*'  both  wrkten  by  Mr.  Blount.     He  ap- 

*  Grades  •£  Reafon,  p.  195,  ^nd  p.  l7« 
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pears  in  the  former  a  ftrong  advocate  for  the  do£b:iae 
of  the  immortality  of  the  foul,  of  the  evidence  of  which 
he  gives  this  general  ftatemeat :  ^^  beildes,  mj  lord^ 
**'the  amhority  of  the  holy  icriptures,  as  adfo  the 
*^  innumerable  other  arguments  which  may  be  de* 
<*  duced  as  well  from  philofophy  as  reafon  to  prove 
^  the  immortality  of  the  foul,  together  with  its  re- 
^^  wards  and  puniflunents,  (though  I  detenniae  not 
^^  their  duration;)  yet    there  is   no  argument  of 
'*  greater  weight  with  me  than  the  abfolute  oeccT- 
^^  fity  and  convenience  that  it  ihould  be  fo»  as  well 
"  to  complete  the  juftice  of  God>  as  to  perfeft.  the 
^^  happinefs  of  man,  not  only  in  this  world,  but  in 
**  that  which  is  to  come/'*    In  the  other  letter 
Mr.  Blount  betrays  a  want  of  frankncfs,  and  raifes 
fiifpicions  of  his  fincerity  ;  for  while  it  confifts  of  a 
long  tranflation  from  Tacitus,  relative  to  the  hiftory 
of  the  Jews,  and  of  appeals  to  Trogus  and  ancient 
Egyptian  writers  to  invalidate  the  fcripture  narrative, 
and  to  fix  a  fligma  on  that  people  as  banilhed  out 
of  Egypt  for  an  epidemical  fcahies,  he  aSeAs,  at  the 
conclufion,  an  implicit   reverence  of  '^  th^  holy 
•*  fcrtpturea,  diftatcd,.  as  every  goad  ehriftian  ought  to 
^^  believe^  by  the  Holy  Spirit,  as  the  beft  and  only 
**  hiftory  on  .the  fubjeft  to  be  relied  on;"  and  pro* 
fcfles  to  give  lus  friend  the   other  accounts  only 
for  the  fake  of  gratifying  curio&y,  and  to  treat  them 
as  ^^ooly  uncertain  accounts   of  partial  authiH-s;" 
ta  evident  repugnancy  to  the  general  drain  and  fpirit 
of  thk  performance.    The  ne«t.cflky  difcuflfes,  w;th 

.  J  ^  Oracles  of  Rc^on,  p*  xa4* 


C.  V.  PROTEiTAKT  Dl89£NTBRi.  483 

learning  and  addrefs,  the  qneilion  on  the  [awfulneft 
of  marrying,  one  after  another,  on  the  death  of  the 
firft,  two  lifters.  This  was  written  to  remove,  but 
without  fuccefs,  the  fcruples  of  a  lady,  the  fifter 
of  his  wife,  with  whom,  after  his  wife's  death,  he 
became  enamoured.  Two  more  letters  to  Strephon 
follow :  one^  in  Latin,  ftates  the  thoughts  of  his 
father.  Sir  Henry  Blount,  concerning  the  adion  of 
the  foul  on  the  body  i  and  the  other  is  a  difquifition 
on  the  fubverfion  of  Jndaifm,  the  foundation  of 
chriftianity,  and  the  origin  of  the  millenaries.  The 
feveral  forts  of  augury  as  praAifed  among  the  an- 
cients come  next  under  a  curfory  review.  The 
regulations  of  corporations,  and  the  furrenders  of 
charters,  in  reference  to  fome  recent  tranfa£Hons, 
through  a  few  following  pages,  are  the  objcAs  of 
Mr.  Blount's  cenfure*  The  two  fuUequent  eflays, 
«  Of  a  God,''  and  «^  Of  the  Materiality  of  the 
*^  Soul,"  were  written  by  Mr.  Gildon.  The  volume 
clofes  with  a  tranflation  from  Ocellus  Lucanus,  a 
Pythagorean  philofopber,  on  the  eternity  of  the 
world,  by  Mr.  Blount's  own  pen.  With  the  fame 
general  view  to  weaken  the  authority  of  the  Mofaic 
account  of  the  creation,  there  are  difperfed  through 
the  work  feveral  pages  together  tranflated  from  the 
author  of  the  Hypothefis  of  the  Prse- Adamites ;  and 
an  appeal  is  repeated  in  different  places  to  the  antiquity 
pretended  to  by  the  Chaldeans  and  Egyptians,  and 
to  records  and  hiftorics  fet  up  by  the  Chinefe,  affcA- 
ing  a  date  four  or  lix  thoufand  years  before  the 
Mofaic  age  of  the  world.      The  author,  who  ad* 
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vancsd  the  opinion  of  the  exiftence  of  Prae- Adamites 
afterwards  renounced  the  fentiment ;  and  Dr.  Stil- 
lingfleet,  in  his  learned  work,  the  Origines  Sacra^ 
about  thirty  years  before  the  publicapon  of  the 
"  Oracles  of  Reafon,*'  had  confidered  and  difcufled 
the  queflions  concerning  the  eternity  of  the  world» 
and  the  preteniions  of  the  Chinefe  and  of  fome 
ancient  nations  to  an  antiquity  fo  remote  and  prior  to 
the  Mofaic  sera.  But  Mr.  Blount  is  on  thefe  pdnts 
pcrfe£lly  fUent,  as  if  the  fentiments  which  he  wa» 
fond  of  advancing  had  never  been  controverted.  | 

"  The  Oracles  of  Reafon'*  did  not  fail  to  provoke 
a  reply  to  the  infinuations  which  they  contained 
againll:  revelation.  Mr.  John  Bradley  anhnadverted 
upon  them  in  a  work,  publiflaed  in  London,  in  lamo.' 
entitled^  **  An  Impartial  View  of  the  Truth  of 
•'  Chrillianity,  with  the  Hiftory  of  the  Life  and 
"  Miracles  of  ApoUonius  Tyanseus  ;  to  which  arc 
*^  added,  fome  Reflections  on  a  book  called  Oracles 
*'  of  Reafon."     Dr.  NichoUs,  a  learned  divine,  fel- 

t  Jfaac  Le  Peyrere^  author  of  the  two  fraall  treatifes  on  the 
exigence  of  Pras-Adamitesy  to  reconcile  his  notion  to  the  authority 
of  the  books  of  Mofes,  maintained  that  they  were  records  of  the 
ocigtfl  of  the  Jewifh  natioa,  and  not  of  the  human  race ;  and  that 
Adam  was  the  father  of  the  Jews,  not  of  mankind.  His  work  wis 
publiihed  at  Bruflels,  1655.  Though  a  proteflant»  he  was  appre- 
hended and  caft  into  prifon  by  the  influence  of  the  doctors  of  the 
catholic  churchy  as  broaching  an  error  which  thej  confidered  as 
linking  at  the  foundation  of  revealed  religion.  To  recover  his 
iibeny,  if  not  to  fave  his  life^  he  publicly  renounced  his  opinions* 
A  recantation  under  fuch  circumftances  is  fufpicious  ;  and  the  iln« 
cerity  of  it  may  be  doubted.  This  may  be  regarded  as  an  apology 
for  Mr.  Blount's  pai£ng  it  over  without  notice. — ^Lampe  Epitome^ 
f  cclea*  Hiftor.  lib.  ii«  cap.  idv.  §•  4«.    Moib^»  vol.  iv«  p*  394* 
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low  of  Merton  college,  Oxford,  and  afterwards^ 
rcftor  of  Selfey  in  Suilex,  in  a  work  under  the 
the  fojni  of  "  A  Conference  with  a  Thcift/'  left 
no  material  part  of  the  book  unanfwercd.  It  is 
particularly  worthy  of  notice,  that  Mr.  Gildon, 
the  editor  and  the  particular  friend  of  Mr.  Blount^ 
gave  a  ftriking  proof,  fome  years  afterwards,  that 
whatever  deference  he  entertained  for  the  fentiments 
of  the  author,  when  he  brought  his  treatifc  before 
the  public,  he  had  not  facrificed  his  own  judgement 
and  principles  on  the  altar  of  partial  friendfhip.  In 
1705,  he  appeared  from  the  prefsas  the  author  of 
"  The  Dcift's  Manual,'*  a  valuable  work,  chiefly 
taken  up  in  a  vindication  of  the  great  principles  of 
natural  religion;  becaufe  he  found  that  they  were 
cither  denied,  or  reprefented  as  doubtful  and  uncer* 
tain,  by  many  delfts  in  the  circle  of  his  acquaintance; 
and  that  their  not  admitting  natural  religion  in  its 
jttfl:  extent  gave  occafion  to  fome  of  their  principal 
prejudices  againft  the  chriftian  rcvelation.f 

The  "  Oracles  of  Reafon"  can  fcarcely  be  men- 
tioned, without  reviving,  in  candid  minds,  a  painful 
recollcflion  of  the  ftate  of  its  author  j  who,  in  a 
phrenzy  brought  on  by  the  inflexible  adherence  of 
the  lady  whom  he  was  fo  defirous  of  marrying,  to 
her  religious  fcruplcs,  Ihot  himfcif  in  the  head  ;  a 
cataftrophe  wVch  humanity  will  deplore,  but  which 
the  experience  of  life,  and  the  particular  circum- 
ftances  of  the  cafe  lead  equity  of  judgment  to  con^ 
fidcr  as  altogether  independent  on  the  fceptical 

t  Uland's  View  of  the  Dciftical  Writers,  toI.  i.  p.  4«r 
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principles  of   Mr.  Blount.      The  caufc  of  the 
phreniy,  which  had  fo  fatal  an  cffcft,  fiaggeftcd,  it 
inay  be  fuppofed  to  the  editor  of  his  pofthumoiis 
Wof{c»  to  take  up  and  purfue  the  queftion  handled 
in  one  of  the  treattfes  comprifed  in  it,   namely,  the 
lawfuloefs  of  marrying  two  fiders  in  fuccefiion,  on 
the  de^th  of  one.    The  difcuflion  of  this  point  oc> 
cupies  nearly  half  of  Mr.  Gildon's  preface.     The 
former  part  advocates  every  man's  right  to  exercise 
and  follow,  without  reftraint  by  human  authority, 
his  own  reafon  and  undcrftanding  in  religion,  and 
in  the  interpretation  of  the  fcriptures.     This  is 
argued  in  defence  of  ^.Dn  Burnet,  a  tranilation  of 
two  chapters  of  whofe  arcbaologia^  as    we  have 
noticed,  forms  part  of  the  *'  Oracles  of  Reafon/' 
With  reference  to  which  the  author  of  the  preface 
obfcrves,  "  Let  reason  be  our  judge,  and  we  can 
5  never  fear  being  cenfured  by  it  for  eftablifliing 
its  fovereignty ;    nor  can  the  niceft  devotee  that 
♦*  hath  any  deference  to  reafon  deny,  but  that  Dr. 
^*  Burnet  has  diJfcovered  more  veneration  for  the 
•*^  great  prophet  Mofes,  by  reducing  him  to  that 
*^  npble  ftandard  of  freeing  him  from  all  the  abfur« 
^  dities  which  vulgar  appreheniions  have  call  on 
^*  hlm^  than  thofe  who  llickle  them,  that  involved 
<^  him  in  them.    In  ihort,  it  is  not  Mofes  but  his 
*•*  interpreters,  that  the  learned  Doftor  has  expofed} 
♦*  and  by  confcquence  it  is  not  that  holy  lawgiver, 
**  but  the  blind  tigots  of  the  old  abfurd  interpreta- 
^*  tion  of  him,  that  we  have  offended  in  piiblifhing 
^  this  in  Eiifg;liih,"    Mr,  Blount's  death  is  not  re* 
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f<crred  to  in  this  preface,  nor  does  his  name  occur; 
He  is  only  alladcd  to  feveral  times,  as  the  writer's 
honoured  and  learned  friend.^ 

This  article  has  been  extended  to  too  great  a  length. 
To  proceed :  in  the  next  y^ar,  1 694,  the  attention  of  * 
the  public  was  called  to  a  work,  which  in  a  fnrpriiing 
manner  turned  the  argument  which  the  diflentcrs 
had  ftrenuoufly  urged  againft  the  eftabli{bed  church, 
on  themfelves.     It  was  written  bjr  a  prelate  of 
great  abilities  and  learning,  an  aSive  friend  to  the 
Revolution,  Dr.  William  King,    then  biihop    of 
l^ondondeny,   aft^wards  archbiftop  of  Irdand^ 
His  treatife  was  entitled,  ^*  A  ^IMfoonrfe  concerning 
"  the  Inventions  of  Men  in  the  WoHhip  of  GoD/f 
The  parts  of  chriftian  wor&ip  on  whidi  the  author 
infixed,  were  praifes,  prayers,  hearing,  bodily  wor^ 
fiiip,  and  the  Lord's  Supper.    His  defign  was  to 
fiiew  the  agreement  of  the  worfliip  of  the  eda^ 
blifhed  church,  in  thefe  inftances,  with  the  precepts 
and  precedents  of  the  Old  and  New  Teftamest ; 

*  The  above  remark  is  made  to  oorre^  a  flatement  coDcera* 
ing  the  teoor  and  defign  of  the  preface^  in  two  rery  refpeftaUe 
publications!  vir.  The  Biographta  Srittanica,  and  Goadby's  Britifli 
Biography,  under  the  article  of  Blount*  The  former  lays,  Q>eakiBg 
of  the  **  Oradet  of  Reaibn/'  **  in  the  preface ^fr•  Gildon  gives  ibme 
**  account  of  our  author,  alfo  defends  Mr.  Blount's  numner  of 
*'  dying,  and  threatens  to  follow  his  example;''  the  ktter  informs 
its  readers,  that  Mr.  Gildon  ufhered  it  into  the  world  with  a  pre^» 
face  **  in  d^ence  of  ielf-murder."  On  what  authority  thele  affer- 
tions  are  made  the  writer  has  no  means  of  afcertaining ;  but  this  he 
can  afRrmy„  that  they  have  no  foundation  in  the  edition  of  the 
**  Oracles  of  Reafon"  now  before  him,  which  wis  primed  m 
Zx>ndon  in  1693*  and  appears  to  hare  been  the  firft,  though  il 
might  not  be  the  only  impreffion  of  this  work. 
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to  convlft  the  diflcntcrs  of  departing  from  both, 
and  ading  on  a  plan  of  their  own  invention.  He 
charged  them  with  doing  this,  by  not  ufing  whole 
pfalms  and  rcfponfcs,  and  by  rejefting  mufical  inftru- 
mcnts,  and  finging  the  praifcs  of  God  in  metre 
only.  He  inflanced  alfo  their  rcjeftion  of  form? 
of  prayer,  and  not  joining  the  minifter  with  their 
voice*  He  urged  againd  them  that  they  did  not 
read  the  fcriptures  in  their  public  aiTemblies,  or  that 
the  feledion  .  of  the  leflbns  from  it  was  left  to  the 
choice  of  the  minifter.  He  chc^rged  them  with 
difallowing  bodily  worihip ;  and  he  alleged  againft 
them  that  they  had  no  fix^d  times  for  the  adminiC* 
traticm  of  the  Lord's  Supper, 

Mr.  Jofeph  Boyfe,  a  diffenting  minifter  in  Dublin, 
eminent  in  point  of  character  and  abilities,  rcpel^ 
led  this  attack  in  *^  Remarks  on  the  performance 
^*  of  the  Biftiop  ;'*  who  returned  an  anfwcr  under 
the  title  of  "  An  Admonition  to  the  Diffenting 
^'  Inhabitants,  &c.  of  the  diocefc  of  Derry,  con- 
"  ccrning  a  book  lately  publiflied  by  Mn  J.  B, 
^^  entitled  Remarks.**  To  this  Mn  Boyfe  replied 
in  a  ''Vindication  of  the  Remarks,  &c/'  in  1695, 
4to.  The  Bifliop  rejoined  in  the  fame  year,  in 
*'  A  fecond  Admonition  to  the  Diffenting  Inha-^ 
^'  bhants,  &c."  Here  the  controverfy  clofed. 
-The  bifliop  was  confidered  as  mifreprefenting  thje 
'diffetiters  of  his  diocefe  by  charges,  which,  if  they 
had  been  juft  in  themfclves,  did  not  apply  to  the 
body  of  diffcnters  in  general,  who  were  known  to 
'\f^  frep  fttinl  fcvpr^l  of  the  faults  imputed  to  t^ofe 
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of  Derry.  Tlje  event  of  the  controverfy  was,  that 
the  diffenters  being  better  known  to  the  world  than 
to  the  bifliop,  incurred  no  lofs  of  reputation  by  it ; 
nor  did  his  argument  leave  much  impreffion,  or 
refleft  any  great  credit  on  his  own  community.* 

About  the  fame  time  that  the  diffenters  were  ccn- 
furcd  for  introducing  many  human  inventions  into 
the  worfliip  of  God,  by  the  pen  of  a  prelate  in  the 
fifter  kingdom,  a  learned  writer  of  their  own  body, 
Mr.  James  Owen,  of  Shrewfbury,  undertook  to 
defend  in  this  kingdom  a  principal  inftance  of  their 
difcipline ;  and  vindicated  the  office  of  a  chriftian 
minifter,  as  entered  on  among  them,  againft  the 
depreciating  views  in  which  epifcopal  claims  placed 
it,  in  a  treatife  entitled,  **  A  Plea  for  Scripture 
"  Ordination."  This  was  written  to  prove  the 
validity  of  ordination,  by  the  laying  on  of  the  hands 
of  prelbyters  without  diocefan  bifhops,  by  ten  argu- 
ments from  fcripture  and  antiquity.  The  author 
argued  from  this  mode  of  ordination  being  admitted 
as  valid  in  the  primitive  church,  and  being  fane- 
tioned  by  examples  and  precedents  in  the  New 
Teftament,  Afts  i.  2,  3,  i  Tim.  iv.  14 ;  from  the 
identity  of  bilhops  and  prefbyters,  on  the  authority 
of  fcripture,  Afts  xx.  17,  28,  i  Pet.  v.  la, 
Phil,  i,  I ;  and  from  the  conceflion  of  the  Church 
of  England  by  the  whole  clergy  in  their  provincial 
affembly  1537,  as  appears  from  "  The  Inftitution 
^'  of  a  Chriftian  Man,"  fet  forth  to  be  preached  to 
the  whole  kingdom,  by  the  King  and  Parliament ; 

♦  gritifh  Biography,  vol.  rii.  p.  3*7  5  Calamy,Tol.i.p.  541954a* 
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from  the  authority  granted  to  preibyters^  and  ex* 
ercifed  by  thetn^  to  preach  and  to  adminifter  baptifm 
and  the  Lord's  Supper,  ads  not  inferior  to  ordi** 
nation  ;  from  the  praftice  of  the  foreign  reformed 
churches;  from  the  pradice  of  the  Church  of 
England  itfelf,  in  which  prefbyters  are  noi  only 
allowed,  but  required  to  join  with  the  biChop  in  the 
impcfition  of  hands;  and  from  the  eirident  principle, 
that  being  in  orders  conneds  with  it  a  power  to 
confer  orders.*  It  is  obvious  that  the  queftion  con- 
cerning holy  orders,  and  thefe  arguments,  proceed 
on  this  ground, — that  ordination  iuTcfU  the  or- 
dained  with  an  authority  to  ocercife  facred  frmAions; 
and  is  not  merely  a  teftimony  of  refpe£t  and  friend- 
ship, but  a  coflounendation  to  the  divine  aififtancc 
and  blefling. 

This  traft  of  Mr.  Owen  produced  "  Exceptions" 
to  it  from  Mr.  Thomas  Gipps,  rc6^or  of  Bury  in 
Lancafliire;  to  which  Mr.  Owen  replied  in  a 
*^  Defence*'  of  his  •*  Plea,'*  in  1697. 

In  the  year  1 695,  speared  from  the  prefs  a  pro* 
dudion,  of  the  firfl:  excellence  as  a  fpedmen  of 
didactic  theology,  and  of  the  firft  imporunce  as  to 
its  objcf^,  the  chriftian  religion  iifelf,  a  fub)cd  of 
evident  fuperiority  to  any  queftion  concerning  difci- 
pline  and  ceremonies^  or  even  the  explanation  of 
any  particular  doftrinal  principle ;  and  it  was  foon 
difcovered  to  have  proceeded  from  the  firft  pen  of 
the  age,  though  it  was  anonymous,  and  the  author 

•  Calamy,  toJ.  i.  p.  543  5  Dr.  Charles  Oweo'i  Life  of  Mr« 
Jamw  OwtOi  p.  10I--X03* 


cc 


<;,  V.  PROTMTANT   DWSEMTERS.  4^1 

carried  the  point  of  fecrecy  fo  far  as  to  conceal  his 
coocero  ia  it  from  his  mod  intimate  friends*     This 
work  was  entitled,  "  The  Rcafonablenefs  of  Chiift* 
•'  ianity,  as  delivered  in  the  Scriptures."    It  excited 
much  attention,  as  appears  from  a  letter  which  its 
author,   Mn  Locke»  wrote  to  Mr.   Molyneaux  at 
Dublin,  defiring  to  know  what  people  thought  of  it 
there :  "  for  here,"  fays  he,  "  at  its  firft  coming  out 
it  was  received  with  no  indiiFercncy,  fome  fpeakiog 
of  it  with  great  commendation,  and  mod  cenfuring 
*'  it  as  a  very  bad  book."     His  friend,  in  reply^ 
*^  informed  him  that  a  very  learned  and  ingteious 
*'  prelate  (Iiid  be  Uked  it  very  well  4   and  that  if 
**  Mr.  Locke  writ  it,  it  was  the  beft  book  he  ever 
^*  laboured  at.  But,"  fays  he,  **  if  I  fliould  be  known 
'^  to  think  fo,  I  (hould  have  my  lawn  fleeves  toUl 
•*  from  my  flioulders."       Abroad  it  was  greatly 
efteemed  by  two  of  the   beft  divines  who  were 
then  living,    Lc  Clerc  and  Limborch.     Le  Clerc 
pronounced  it  one  of  the  moft  excellent  works  on 
the  fubjeA  that  bad  for  a  long  time  appeared.;}; 
Limborch  preferred  it  to  all  the  fyftems  of  divinity 
he  had  ever  read.    Soon  after  its  publication  it  was 
tranflated  into  French  and  Dutch.    But  we  are  in- 
formed it  was  extremely  ofienfive  to  the  corrupt  and 
felfi(h  part  of  the  clergy,  both  high  and  low.    It» 
do^ine,  it  feems,  militated  too  ftrongly  againft  the 
foundation  of  their  favotuite  idols,  power  and  intereft, 
inafmuch  as  it  teaches  salvation  by  Christ  alone. \ 

*  <'  Un  des  phis  excellens  ouvrages  qui  ait  M  &it  depuss  loof» 
terns  fur  ceUe  matxere  et  dans  cette  yue."    . 

I  See  the  preface  to  a  lau  edition  of  this  treatife  in  iSi9.  p.  ia» 
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The  principal  defign  of  this  treatife  is  to  fhew, 
by  a  review  of  the  Gofpel  and  the  AAs,  that  Jefos 
Chrift  and  his  Apoftles  required  nothing  of  thofe 
to  whom  they  preached,  as  the  condition  of  thdr 
being  baptized  and  acknowledged  as  converts,  but 
faith  in  Jefus  of  Nazareth,  as  the  Meiliah  ;  for  the 
belief  of  this  article  neceffiirily  includes  a  readinds 
to  be  inftruded  in  the  hiftory,  do£brine^  and  com- 
mands of  this  heavenly  king ;  to  receive  the  truths- 
he  taught^  and  to  obey  the  precepts  he  delivered, 
when  known  and  underftood. 

This  principle  the  author  illuftrated  and  proved 
by  a  great  niunber  of  pailages ;  but  in  the  difcui&on 
of  his  main  argument  .he  was  lead  to  treat  on  feveral 
other  points,  which  had  not  been  handled  by  any 
writer  before  him.  The  firft  was,  the  reafon  why 
Jefus  did  not,  from  the  beginning  of  his  miniftry, 
explicitly  and  openly  declare  himfelf  to  be  the  MeifSah, 
but  only  by  degrees  opened  his  charader,  till  when 
near  his  death,  he  avowed  it  without  referve.  This 
caution  was  pra^tifed  on  account  of  the  impatient 
expedation  of  a  temporal  Meiliah,  who  would  deliver 
them  from  a  foreign  yoke,  having  been  entertained 
by  the  Jews,  to  prevent  a  feditious  rifing;  and  to 
guard  againfl:  his  religion  being  confidered  as  a  poli- 
tical fa£^ion,  inftead  of  an  heavenly  dodrine. 

Another  point  which,  in  connection  with  this,  the 
author  illudrates,  is  the  reafon  which  determined 
Ghrifl;  to  (clcdi  for  his  difciples  and  attendants  men 
of  low  rank,  unlearned  and  unprafiifed  in  the  wifdom 
and  ways  of  the  world.    Men  of  higher  birth,  of 
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afpiring  genius  and  cnterprize»  would  have  been  left 
fubmiflive  to  the  reftraints  of  caution  and  referve; 
would  hardly  have  been  hindered  from  whtfpering, 
at  lead:  to  their  friends  and  relations,  th^t  their 
mafter  was  the  Meffiah;  and  would  have  been  too 
ready  to  form  ichemes  to  announce  him  to  the  world, 
and  to  enlift  numbers  under  his  ftandard. 

It  is  alfo  a  fubjeft  of  enquiry  difcufled  in  this 
work,  whether  we  are  to  feek  in  theepiftles  of  the 
apoftles  other  and  new  articles  of  faith,  which  are 
not  taught  in  the  gofpels  ?  The  author  anfwers  in 
the  negative,  and  fupports  his  decifion  by  many  argu«>^ 
ments  which  deferve  to  be  well  weighed.  There 
are  many  who  think  with  him  that  the  holy  fpirrt- 
which  the  apoftles  received,  did  not  inftrufl  them 
in  any  new  doftrines,  but  only  enabled  them  better 
to  underftand  and  comprehend  thofe  which  they 
had  heard  from  the  lips  of  their  divine  mafter.*" 

Several  other  topics  are  incidentally  touched  upou 
in  this  work,  that  claim  the  reader's  attention ;  fuch 
as,  the  nature  of  juftifying  faith,  th«  laws  and  re« 
quirements  of  the  gofpel,  the  final  doom  of  thofe 
who  lived  before  our  Saviour's  time,  and  of  all  the 
reft  of  mankind  who  never  heard  of  him ;  an4  laftly, 
the  advantages  we  have  received  by  Jcfus  Chrift, 
Under  this  laft  head  the  author  takes  a  fine  and  com- 
prebenfive  view  of  the  excellence  and  fuperiority  of 
a  fyftem  of  morals  by  revelation  ;  in  which  he  dif- 
plays  <^  a  vaft  knowledge  of  human  nature,  an  ca> 

«  Bibliotheque  Choifi^  par  Ia  Clerci  torn,  iit  p«  aSS^-^a^a. 
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*^  tinfxTt  acqua*Aitaace  with  antiquiiy,  acid  a  prodi* 
**  gtoQS^  fagacitj  and  penetratioB  of  mind/^t 
,  Neither  the  candour  of  the  author,  nor  the  dear* 
nefs  and  ftrength  with  which  he  treated  his  fbhjeds 
of  enquiry,  could  procure  **^  The  Reafitmableneii  of 
**  Chrtftiantcy''  a  fair  hearing.  It  alarkncd  the  advo^ 
cates  for  tbd  jargon  of  the  fchools  and  the  eftabliihed 
ffftems  cf  thcak^y^.  *'  He/*  it  is  jnftly  obferv^d, 
^^  who  has  to  combat  with  prejudices  fupported  by 
^^  bigotry  and  power,  will  find  the  talk  difficulty 
^^  Some  zealous  hireling/'-  or  blirid  adherent  to 
fyftcms,  ^^  will  attack  him  with  the  yenoin  of  the 
^^  ferpcnt,  mifrtprefent  himi,  and  aufwcr  vAxt  he 
^-^  has  not  wiitcen/  Such  treatoient  did  Mr.  Locke 
^^  receive  from  Dr.  Edwards,  a  divine  of  the  Chtinih 
*^  of  England,  though  the  fon  of  a  furious  prefby* 
**  terian,  the  author  of  *  The  Gangncto,*  a  curious 
^'  piAure  of  religious  opinions  and  fc6s  of  his  day/* 
Dr.  Edwards  ftaced  various  objections  againft  Mr. 
Lockers  prmciples,  in  a  defultory  manner,  encum- 
bered with  repetitions,  in  a  language  that  was  not 
merely  low  but  fcurrilous  in  the  extreme ;  aiid  not 
fatisfied  with  the  declarations  and  words  of  fcrip- 
tures,>s  ambiguous  and  common  to  the  onhodbr 
and  heretics,  be  blended  with  them  the  deciiions 
of  the  fathci  of  fchooimcn.  Mr.  Locke  replied  in 
two  vindications  of  his  work,  in  a  maftcrly  manner, 
and  in  language  becoming  the  gentleman  ard  the 
chridian  ;  and  contrary  to  his  antagonifl^s  manner  of 

f  Bcnfon's  Reafonabl^nefs  of  the  Chriftian  Religiopy  toI.  iL  p. 
322y  3d  edition. 
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writing,  preferved  through  the  whole  anfwer  a  pure 
refpefi  and  attachment  both  to  the  words  and  fenti- 
ments  of  the  New  Teftamentt  fcrupuloufly  adhering 
to  them  in  every  iollance.* 

*^  The  reafooablenefs  of  Chrifttanity*^  found  alfo 
an  adTOcate  in  a  worthy  and  pious  clergyman,  Mr. 
Samuel  Bold,  redor  of  Steeple  in  Dorfetflbiire ;  who, 
unconneded  with  its  author,  and  unknown  to  him^ 
and  embracing  the  popular  fenttmentsof  the  times 
concerning  the  deity  of  Cbrift,  the  doctrine  of  the 
Trinity,  and  other  points,  and  who  had  before  this 
fuffered  by  a  legal  profecution  for  preaching  a  fermon 
againft  perlecution,  ftepped  forward,  with  a  finnnefs 
and  laudable  liberality  of  mind  in  the  caufe  of  free 
enquiry  and  moderation,  in  vindication  of  Mn 
Locke's  performance,  and  in  an  anfwer  to  Dr« 
Edwards,  and  did  not  heiitate  to  pronounce  it  ^'  one 
**  of  the  beft  books  that  had  been  publiihed  for  at 
^^  lead  fixteen  hundred  years. ''  Mr.  Bold,  on  whofe 
defence  the  learned  Le  Clerc  paffed  an  encomium,  as 
being  well  and  ably  written,  ingenioully  obfcrves, 
<*  Were  the  ^Reafonablencfs  of  Chriftianity,  &c/  gc- 
^'  neraliy  read  with  deliberation,  and  rightly  under- 
^^  flood,  and  (what  I  apfMrehend  to  be)  its  main  defign 
•*  well  followed,  it  would  be  of  eminent  ufc,  amongft 
**  other  good  purpofes,  to  tbefe  two  :  firft,  to  cflFeft 
^^  a  hnppy  alteration  in  particular  perfons  ;  for  if 
•*  more  time  and  pains  were  employed  in  bringing 
^  people  to  a  fo^nd  con  virion  and  full  perfuafion 
*^  ihzvjefus  is  the  Cbrijl  and  onlyfaviour  of  fiuncrs, 

*  Bibiiotheque  Cboific,  p*  304* 
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•*  and  of  their  own  perfonal  need  of  him  j  and  left 
•*  of  each  in  fquabbling  about  terms  nien  have  de- 
**  vifedto  exprefs  their  own  conceits^  relating  to  pointd 
**  which Chrifl:  and  his  apoftles  hare  delivered  in  cafy 
•^  and  unaffeSed  words,  there  would  not  be  fuch 

great  numbers  every  where  who  pretend  to  be 

chriflians,  merely  becaufe  it  is  the  falhion  and 
*  *  mode  of  the  country  to  make  that  profel&on ; 
*^  but  we  might,  upon  good  grounds,  expeft  that 
^^  multitudes  would  be  chrijiians  upon  a  rational 
^  and  wise  choice."* 

Mr.  Locke's  work,  while  Dr.  Edwards's  Reflec- 
tions on  it  have  long  iince  been  forgotten,  maintains 
its  credit  by  its  perfpicuous  reafontng  and  intriniic 
merit  to  this  day ;  and  a  neat  and  new  edition  of  it 
was  publilhed,  in  18 10,  by  a  Society  for  promoting 
Chriftian  Knowledge  and  the  praftice  of  virtue. 
It  has  alio  a  place  in  Dr.  Watfon's,  bilhop  of  L!an« 
daiF,  valuable  "  Colleaion  of  Theological  Trafts.'* 

A  work  which  we  had  occafion  to  notice  as  havmg 
fallen underthecenfureoftheConvocation,  and  which 
from  this  circumftance,  as  well  as  from  the  celebrity 
of  the  author  and  the  peculiar  defign  of  it^  attrafted 
much  attention,  namely,  Biflxop  Burnet's  "  Expofi- 
*'  tion  of  the  Thirty-Nine  Articles  of  the  Church 
*^  of  England,"  was  not  publiflied  till  1699;  though 
it  was  drawn  up  in  1694.  The  author  was  firft 
induced  to  undertake  this  talk  of  giving  a  clear  and 
full  explanation  of  the  Thirty-Nine  Articles  by.  his- 

*  See  the  preface  to  the  edition  of  18 10 ;  and  Memoirs  of  Mr' 
Boldy  in  the  MonibJy  Magazine  for  September  xSp6>  p*  150% 
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friend  Archbifliop  Tillotfon.  His  Grace's  infla- 
cncc,  it  appcarSj  was  not  fuflSicicnt  to  overcome  the 
rcluaance  which  Bifliop  Burnet  felt  at  the  propofal ; 
till  the  Archbifliop  engaged  the  Queen  to  unite  her 
commands  with  his  recommendation  of  the  defign. 
Thefe  commands'  were  at  firft  limited  to  the  articles 
that  feemed  fo  entirely  to  lean  to  an  abfolule  prc- 
deftination,  that  fome,  upon  that  account^  fcrupled 
to  fulrfcribe  them ;  and  the  church  was  reproached 
with  the  conduft  of  its  minifters,  who  wereconfidered 
as  going  one  way,  while  the  articles  looked  another* 
This  point  appeared  to  require  to  be  well  cleared* 
But  her  Majefty's  direftions  were  afterwards  ex- 
tended to  the  whole  thirty-nine  articles* 

*'  The  Expofition/-  a  performance  the  refult  of 
great  abilities  and  indefatigable  indudry,  was  begun 
and  finiftied  in  lefs  than  a  year  j  and  fedt  to  Arch- 
bifliop Tillotfon,  who  read  it  over  with  great  f)lea- 
fure,  and  an  exaftnefs  peculiar  to  him ;  dofrefted  it 
with  a  care  that  defcended  to  the  fmalleft  matters, 
and  returned  it  with  exprefGng  his  aftonifliment  at 
the  execution  of  fo  vaft  a  work  in  fjp  fhon  a  time* 
It  was  afterwards  perufed  and  approved  by  Arch- 
bifliops  Tenifon  and  Sharp,  Biflhops  Stillingfleet, 
Patrick,  Lloyd,  Hall,  and  Williams.  The  Queen 
and  Archbifliop  Tillotfon  dying  after  the  expofition 
wa?  finiflied,  fome  of  his  friends  advifed  the  author 
to  poftpone  at  leaft  the  publication,  apprehending, 
as  he  himfelf  did,  that  fuch  a  work  would  lay  him 
open  to  many^malicious  attacks.  The  event,  in  the 
fubfcquent  proceedings  of  the  louver  Houfc  of  Con- 

K    K 
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vocation  againH:  it)  juftificd  this  opinion.    He  kq)t 
it  by  him  five  years ;  at  the  end  of  this  interval  after 
it  had  received  new  correAions  from  his  revi£ils  of 
it,  he  was  prevailed  on  by  the  Archbifixop  Tenifos^ 
and  many  of  his  own  order,  to  delay  the  publtfliing 
of  it  no  longer.    His  epifcopal  rank,  and  the  intereft 
which  his  brethren  took  in  the  publication,  give  ur 
the  key  to  the  oppofition  and  difcountenance  which 
the  attack  made  on  it  by  the  lower  Houfe  of  Con* 
vocation  met  with  from  the  upper.    The  unafloming 
manner  in  which  the  author  introduced  his  work, 
ought  to  have  fcreened  it  from  every  malicious 
attack^  as  it  recommended  it  to  the  attention  of  die 
candid.    ModefUy  referring  to  the  teftimonies  in 
its  favour,  with  which  not  only  his  epifcopal  friends 
but  many  learned  divines  had  returned  the  manus* 
cript,  after  a  careful  perufal,  he  adds,  '^  yet  after 
<^  all  thefe  approbations,  and  many  repeated  defires 
<^  to  me  to  publiflli  it,  I  do  not  pretend  to  impofe 
<^  this  upon  the  reader  as  the  work  of  autbcmty. 
^  Even  our  mod:  reverend  metropolitans  read  it 
'^  only  as  private  divines;  without  fo  fevere  a  can* 
*'  vaffing  of  all  particulars,  as  muft  have  been  ex- 
pected, if  this  had  been  intended  to  pafs  for  an 
authorifed  work  under  a  public  (lamp.    In  what 
*'  I  have  done,  I  am,  as  to  far  the  greateft  part> 
^^  rather  an  hiftorian  and  a  coUedor  of  what  others 
^^  have  writ,  than  an  author  myfelf.     This  I  have 
*^  performed  faithfully,  and  I  hope  with  fome  meaf 
fure  of  diligence  and  escadnefs ;  yet  if  in  fuch  a 
variety  fome  important  matters  arc  forgot,  and 
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*^  if  others  are  miftaken^  I  am  fo  far  from  reckoning 
'*  it  an  injury  to  have  thofe  difcovered,  that  I  will 
gladly  receive  zhy  advices  of  that  kind ;  I  will 
confider  them  carefully,  and  make  the  beft  ufe  of 
*^  them  I  can^  for  the  undeceiving  of  others,  as  foon 
**  as  I  am  convinced  that  I  have  mifled  them/'* 

The  obje6^  of  the  author  in  this  work  was  to  fliew 
that  the  Articles,  cfpedally  thofe  on  the  predefti* 
narian  controvcrfy,  were  capable  of  the  feveral  fenfes 
of  different  dodors ;  and  that  an  article  being  con- 
ceived in  fuch  general  words  that  k  can  admit  of 
different  and  grammatical  fenfes,  even  when  the 
fenfes  given  are  plainly  contrary  one  to  another, 
they  who  affix  different  and  repugnant  fenies  to  them, 
may  each  fubfcribe  them  with  a  good  confcience^ 
and  without  any  equivocation*  For  the  bifhop 
was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  fubfcription  imported 
an  afTent  to  the  articles  ;  was  a  declaration  of  the 
fubfcriber's  opinion,  and  not  a  bare  obligation  ta 
filence ;  and  that  the  articles  were  a  ftandard  of 
do£^rine,  and  not  merely  bonds  of  union  and  peace. 
But  admitting  that  the  articles  may  have  different 
fenfes,  and  on  this  ground  be  fubfcribed  without 
prevarication  by  thofe  who  put  different  confl:ru£Hons 
on  them,  the  confequence  would  be  that  the  necei&ty 
of  abolifhing  fubfcription  on  part  of  the  church  was 
fuperfeded.  His  lordfhip,  after  all,  it  has  been 
obferved  by  the  author  of  the  Gonfefiional,  had 
l^ut  a  flender  opinion  of  the  effe£l  of  the  expedient 
he  adopted  to  bring  men  to  a  better  uBderftanding 

^  Preface,  edition  in  Zto*  17469  p.z*  zr» 
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of  one  another,  and  to  promote  union.  "  The 
•*  fettling  on.  fome  equivocal  formularies  will  never," 
fays  he,  **  lay  the  contention  that  has  arifcn  con* 
**  cerning  the  chief  points  in  difference  between  the 
*^  Lutherans  and  the  Calvinifts."*  This  prelate, 
it  may  be  obferved,  while  he  attempted  to  conciliate 
all  parties,  by  placing  fubfcription  on  fuch  grounds 
as  he  conceived  might  juftify  a  fubmiffion  to  it  by 
men  of  difcordant  fcntiments,  yet  it  appears,  did 
himfelf  entirely  difapprove  of  it  as  a  condition  of 
ferving  in  the  Church.  For  the  conclufion  to 
"  The  Hiftory  of  his  own  Times/'  written  nine 
years  after  the  publication  of  his  Expoiition^  de* 
clared  this  explicitly  and  ftrongly  j'  "  the  requiring 
"  fubfcriptions  to  the  thirty-nine  articles,'*  he 
fays,  ^'  is  a  great  impoiition|  I  believe  them  all  j| 
^'  myfelf.  The  greater  part  fubfcribe  without 
««  ever  examining  them  ;  and  others  do  it,  though 
<*  they  can  hardly  fatisfy  their  confciences  about 
*^  fome  things  in  them*  Churches  and  focieties  arc 
**  much  better  fecured  by  laws  than  by  fubfcrip^ 
^  ^  tions ;  it  is  a  more  reafonable  as  well  as  a  more 
**  eafy  method-  of  gorcrnment/'t  This  opinion 
was  not  the  refult  of  late  experience,  but  had  been 
long  entertained  by  him.  More  than  twenxy  years 
before  he  wrote  the  above,  when  he  faw,  on  his 
travels  into  Switzerland  and  Italy,  how  ftrongly  thp 
principal  men  at  Geneva,  where  he  was  raucfc 
efteemcd  and   careffed,  infifted  upon  ^'  confcnt  of 

^  Blackburnc'iWork?,  vol.v.  p.iiS.  .* 

t   Burnet's  "  Hiilory,!'   voL  vi.  ?•  l^^» 
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**  doftrine,"  to  which  they  required  a  fubfcription 
fr&m  all  who  were  admitted  into  orders,  he  em* 
ployed  all  the  eloquence  he  could  command  to 
rcprefent  the  folly  and  ill  confequences  of  fuch  fub* 
fcriptions,  and  to  obtain  an  alteration  in  this  praflice* 
The  force  of  his  argument,  the  warmth  and  earned-' 
ncfs  with  which  he  cxpreffed  himfelf  on  this  head, 
and  the  weight  of  his  charaftef,  prevailed ;  the 
clergy  at  Geneva  were  releafed  from  thefe  fub- 
fcriptions,  and  left  to  punilhment  or  ccnfure  only  in 
cafe  of  writing  or  preaching  againfl:  the  eftabliflied 
doftrine.*  This  conccffion,  though  it  might  aflford 
fome  relief  to  tender  confciences,  and  be  an  altc-» 
ratiou  for  the  better  in  the  ecclefiaftical  cftablifli- 
ment  of  Geneva,  yet  proceeded  on  the  fame 
f)rinciple  as  the  impofltion  of  fubfcription,  namely, 
that  of  human  authority  in  religion  ;  it  was  as  real, 
though  not  in  an  equal  degree,  a  bar  to  freedom  of 
enquiry  ;  and  it  laid  a  fnare  for  many  upright  minds, 
who  would  cfteem  it  a  duty  to  expofe  errors  of 
doftrine  and  praftice  as  well  as  to  deteft  them,  and 
openly  to  avow  the  truth  as  well  as  to  embrace  it. 

It  reflcfts  honour,  however,  on  Dr,  Burnet,  that 
he,  not  then  a  dignitary  of  his  own  church,  and  a 
ftranger,  could  carry  a  point  in  a  foreign  country, 
which  afterwards  he  could  not,  even  when  a  prelate, 
attempt  at  home  ;  where  he  was  obliged  to  fatisfy 
himfelf  with  placing  fubfcription  on  an  eqi^ivocal 
ground,  inftcad  of  obtaining  the  abolition  of  it, 
The  method  adopted  by  him  in  his  celebrated  work^ 

*  Burnef s .<^  Hiftory,"  vol.  ?up.  %6^% 
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was  not  likely  to  fatisfy  every  mind.  The  latitude 
of  interpretation  for  which  his  lordthip  pleaded, 
was  inconCftent  with  the  cleamefs  and  preciiion 
which  are  eflential  qualities  in  a  ftandard  of  faith ; 
it  (lood  in  dire£l  contradiction  to  the  delign  exprcfled 
in  the  title  of  the  articles,  which  is  declared  to  be 
**  for  the  avoiding  of  the  diverfitics  of  opinion^ 
<*  and  for  the  eflablifhing  of  confent  touching  tme 
^  religion  j"  and  the  prelate's  explanation  of  the 
nature  and  end  of  fubfcription  was  only  the  opinion 
of  one  individual,  though  a  perfon  of  high  rank  ; 
it  was  unfupported  by  any  authority,  by  any  decla- 
iration  from  the  head  of  the  church  of  England,  to 
explain  or  fuperfede  the  ftatute  of  the  13th  of  C^een 
Elizabeth,  which  gives  the  legal  authority  to  the 
requifition  of  fubfcription,  and  which  enads  it  with 
the  exprefs  defign,  not  to  allow,  but  to  prevent  a 
diycrfity  of  opinion.  This  defign  can  be  fecured 
only  by  believing  them  to  be  true  in  one  precife 
pniform  fcnfe.  On  this  fubjeft  the  judgment  of 
Bifliop  Taylor,  who  wrote  before  Burnet,  carries 
conviftion  with  it.  "  He  that  fubfcribes  muft  do  it 
*^  to  thofe  purpofes,  and  in  that  fenfe  and  fignifi^ 
**  cation  of  things,  which  the  fupreme  power  intends 
*^  in  his  commanding  it."  As  to  that  latitude  of 
interpretation,  which  admits  the  fubfcribers  to  aflent 
to  the  fame  form  of  words  in  what  fenfe  they  pleafe, 
•^  this,*'  pbferves  the  prelate,  **  is  the  laft  remedy 
**  againft  the  evils  and  difficulties  arifing  from  the 
^*  requifition  of  fubfcription,  but  it  is  the  worft ;  it 
f *  hath  in  it  foracthing  of  craft,  bii;  ycry  littlp  pf 
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'^  iflgeauity ;  and  if  it  can  ferve  the  ends  of  peace,  or 
'^  of  external  charity,  or  of  a  phantaftic  concord  ; 
^^  yet  it  cannot  ferve  the  ends  oiF  truth  and  holinefs, 
**  and  chriftian  firaplicity.*** 

*'  The  Expofition/'  however  it  may  be  thought 
to  fail  in  attaining  the  end  which  the  author  prin-. 
cipally  propofed  to  himfelf  by  its  publication,  is  a 
monument  of  his  talents  and  abilities,  and  deferveft 
to  be  regarded  as  a  work  highly  ufeful  to  the  theo- 
logical ftudent ;  as  a  work  compofed  on  a  large  and 
extenfive  plan,  on  laborious  refearches  into  the 
works  of  the  moft  learned  divines  in  the  feveral 
diviiions  of  Cfariftendom,  begun  by  this  very  able 
writer,  when  he  filled  the  divinity  profeflbr's  chair 
at  Glafgow,  and  to  which  his  attention  had  been 
direded  for  more  than  thirty  years. 

It  was  attacked  with  great  warmth  and  vehemence^ 
in  ^^  A  Prefatory  Difcourfe  to  an  Examination  of 
^*  the  Bifliop  of  Sarum^s  Expofition  on  the  Thirty. 
^^  nine  Articles;"  generally  afcrtbed  to  Dr.  Binckes* 
Then  came  out  '^  An  Examinsution  of  his  Expofition 
*«  of  the  Second  Article  {*'  by  Dr.  Jonathan  EA« 
wards,  principal  of  Jefus  college  in  Oxford  ;  this 
was  followed  by  ^^  A  Vindication  of  the  23d  Article 
^*  from  his  Expofition  of  it.**  The  Bi^op  pub* 
liflied  a  (heet,  which  he  entitled,  *'  Remarks  on  the 
^*  Examination  of  the  Expofition  of  the  Second 
*(  Article  of  our  Church  }'*  and  from  the  pen  of  a 
friend  came,  **  An  Anfwer  to  the  Prefatory  Dif- 
<i  courfe  i"  and  **  A  Defence  of  his  Expofitipa  of 
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*'  the  23d  Article"  clofcd  with  apropofal,  that  they 
who  were  fo  angry  with  the  Bifliop's  Expofition 
fliould  give  the  world  a  better.* 

P  Calamy,  vol.  i.  p.  643. 


^  I 
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CHAPTER  VI.   . 
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MANY  of  the  minifters  ejeftcd  by  the  Bar* 
tholomew  Aft,  in  1662,  lived  to  hail  the 
Revolution,  and  made  a  confiderable  figure  in  the 
reigns  of  King  William  and. Queen  Mary  ;  and. in' 
diflferent  years  of  that  period  fiaiflied  their  virtuous.. 
and  honourable  courfe  of  labours  and  fuflferings, 
A  juft  refpeft  has  been  paid  to  their  names  in  the 
fliort  memoirs  of  them  from  the  pens  of  Calamy  and 
Palmer :  to  whom  the  reader  is  referred.  But  there 
IS  a  propriety,  without  entering  minutely  into  their 
hiftory,  in  taking  fome  notice  of  them  in  this  woi^ 
according  to  the  chronological  order  of  their  deaths^ 
Among  thefe,,  the  firft  who  was  removed  from  this 
world. 

In  1689,  was  Dr.  Obadiah  Grewy  who  had  held 
the  vicarage  of  St.  Michael's,  Coventry ;  beloved 
by  all  parties,  and  had  in  great  veneration  by  the 
gentlemen  of  the  county^  He  difplayed  a  fingular 
integrity  and  fortitude  of  chara&er  in  freely  reinon* 
ftrating  witb  ]^ieuti*Cqneral  Cromwdi  in  perfoo^ 
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when  at  Coventry,  on  a  defign  then  vi&blf  on  foot 
agatnft  the  life  of  King  Charles  L  and  obtained  hit 
-promife  to  endeavour  to  prevent  it  (  of  which  Dr. 
Grew  afterwards  reminded  him  by  letter.  He  could 
not  by  any  threats  be  induced  to  read,  on  the  riiing 
in  Chefliire,  the  proclamation  againft  Sir  G.  Boodu 
And  when  the  plague  alarmed  the  city,  he  kept  open 
the  meetings,  till  he  was  forced  t  o  remove  by  the 
Oxford  Ad.  He  was  the  father  of  Dr.  Nehemiah 
Grew,  who  died  March  25, 171 1  ;  well  known  for 
his  '*  Anatomy  of  Plants,''  and  other  ingenious 
works ;  and  efteemed  for  his  fkill  in  the  medical  pro* 
feflioa,  his  philofophical  knowledge,  and  his  piety.^ 
In  1690,  aged  66y  died  John  Collins^  D.D.  who 
had  been  vicar  of  St.  Stephen's,  Norwich,  and  forty? 
four  years  a  minifter  in  that  city :  *'  a  man  of  various 
^  learning,  and  excelling  as  a  textuary  and  a  qritic; 
<<  and  generally  efteemed  for  his  great  induftry,  hu- 
^^  manity,  and  exemplary  piety/'  His  virtues  and 
abilities  gave  him  an  intereft,  notwithftanding  his 
noQconformity,  with  many  illuftrious  and  celebrated 
perfons.  He  drew  up  the  Annotations  of  feveral 
books  of  Poole's  Expoiition  of  the  Bible :  and  beiides 
many  cOntroverfial  and  praAical  works,  was  the 
author  of  a  work  entitled  "  The  Weave|r*s  Pocket 
•^'fiook,  or  Weaving  Spiritualized,"  8vo.  formed 
dnthe  principle  of  adapting  his  devotional  and  prac« 
tical  remarks  to  the  ideas  and  employments  of  % 
people  famous  for  the  manufa6lur4S  of  ftu^.{ 

^  TVDbk*i  Bipgniphxcal  Hiftory  vS  £k)i^d  in  cM|ti9i^a$ioR  of 
t  Granger's  Biographical  Hiftory  of  £D£lai|d|Tol.iH.p.  3061 307* 
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February  7,  Mr.  John  Faldo^  aged  571  who  had 
been  a  chaplain  in  the  anny,  and  had  no  benefice 
when  the  Aft  of  Uniformity  took  place,  but  was 
filenced  by  it.  He  became  afterwards  paftor  of  a 
congregation  in  London. 

In  1691,  on  June  the  26th,  aged  6$^  Mr.  John 
Flavell,  eje£ied  from  the  reftory  of  Townftall  alias 
St.  Clement's,  Dartmouth.  He  was  educated  at 
the  Univerfity  college  in  Oxford.  His  works  col- 
leAed  together  form  two  volumes  folio,  and  eight 
8vo.  diftinguifhed  by  a  plain,  popular,  and  tender 
ftrain,  and  by  a  fpirit  of  piety.  Re  adopted  the  way 
of  fpiritualizing  the  common  objefts  and  employ* 
ments  of  life  in  two  treatifes,  one  on  the  praftice 
of  *'  Hufbandry,''  and  the  other  on  the  art  of 
**  Navigation.'*  In  1685,  feveral  aldermen  of  the 
town  fo  forgot  the  decorum,  duty,  and  dignity  of 
their  office,  as  to  head  the  rabble  in  carrying  about 
a  ridiculous  effigy  of  the  wonhy  and  excellent  man^ 
to  which  were  affixed  the  Covenant  and  the  Bill  (^ 
Exclufion:  on  which  he  withdrew  from  the  town^ 
under  an  apprehenfion  that  fuch  infults,  counte* 
nanced  by  the  magiftrates,  might  be  followed  with 
injuries  to  his  perfon.§ 

In  December,  aged  76,  the  celebrated  Richard 
Baxiifj  fixteen  yeaw  lefturer  at  Kidderminftcn  The 
peculiar  traits  and  contrafts  in  his  charader  and 
hiftory  are  delineated  with  propriety  and  energy  by 
the  pen  of  Mr.  Granger ;  who  defcribes  him  as  **  a 
*^  ffian  famous  for  weaknefs  of  body  and  ftrength 

§  Granger,  vol.  ui.  p.  354* 
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**  of  mind ;  for  having  the  ftrongcft  fcnfc  of  religion 
**  himfcif,  and  exciting  a  fenfc  of  it  in  the  ihoughtlcfs 
**  and  the  profligate ;  for  preaching  more  fermons, 
•*  engaging  in  more  controverfies,  and  writing  more 
**  books,  than  any  other  nonconformift  of  his  age* 
^  He  fpoke,  difputed,  and  wrote  with  cafe ;  and  dii^ 
*  *  covered  the  fame  intrepidity  when  he  reproved 
'  ^  Cromwell  and  expoftulated  with  Charles  IL,  as 
♦*  when  he  preached  to  a  congregation  of  mecha* 
**  nics/'f  He  was  chaplain  to  Charles  IL  and  de- 
fended the  monarchy  in  a  conference  with  Cromwell. 
When  government  in  the  year  1672,  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  II.  iflued  an  order  that  a  yearly  penfion  of 
50L  each  fhonld  be  paid  to  moft  of  the  prefbyterian 
minifters,  and  of  lool.  to  the  chief  of  the  party, 
Mr.  Baxter  fent  back  his  penfion,  and  would  not 
touch  it.*     A  rare  inftance  of  difinterefted  integrity 

and  firmnefs.  He  was  interred  in  Chriftchurch, 
London,  and  his  funeral  was  attended  by  a  number 

of  perfons  of  different  rank,  and  by  many  dignitaries 

of  the  eftablifhed  church.     His  works  confided  of 

1 45  different  treatifes. 

.    In  1692,  Feb.   15,  Mr.  Thomas  Rofswell  \  pre- 

vioufly  to  the  Aft  of  Uniformity,  reftor  of  l^utton-* 

Mandeville  in  Wiltfhire.     In   1674  he  accepted  an 

invitation  to  fucceed  Mr.  James  Janeway  at  Rother- 

hithe;  having  palfed  the  intermediate  years  in  feveral 

families  of  rank,  particularly  in  that  of  Lady  Hun- 

gcrford.     The  ipoft  remarkable  event  in  the  life  of 

this  pious  worthy  was  his  being  arraigned,  tried, 

t  Granger,  rol.ii  p.  339,   .   *  Burnet's  Hiftocy,  vol.  ii.  p,  16^ 
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and  convifled  of  trcafon,  on  the  23d  of  Oftobcr,-,ki. 
1684,  before  Lord  Chief  Juftice  JefFeries.  He  wa* 
charged  on  the  ground  of  treafonable  words  uttered 
by  him  in  a  fermon  delivered  on  the  1 4th  of  the  pre- 
ceding September  at  Roiherhithe.  The  witncffcs 
agaiuft  him  were  three  women,  common  informers 
againft  conventicles,  lewd  and  infamous  perfons^ 
laden  with  guilt  of  former  perjuries,  who  could  not 
prove  by  any  circumftance  that  they  were  at  his 
meeting,  or  that  any  pcrfon  faw  them  there  on  that 
day;  and  yet  they  fwore  to  or  two  three  periods  witU 
fo  much  exa£inefs,  that  there  was  not  the  fmalleO: 
variation  in  their  depofitions;  and  though  they 
aflfefted  fuch  great  clearncfs  and  precifion  as  to  the 
words  alleged,  they  could  remember  no  other  paiTage 
in  the  fermon,  not  even  the  text.  Several  who 
heard  it,  and  fome  who  wrote  it  in  fliort-hand,  de- 
clared that  Mr.  Rofewell  faid  no  fuch  words,  nor 
any  thing  to  that  purpofe.  He  made  a  ftrong  de- 
fence of  himfelf,  proving  his  loyalty  even  in  the  days 
of  Cromwell ;  and  urging  that  he  conftanily  prayed 
for  the  king  in  his  family,  and  had  inculcated  the 
obligations  to  loyalty  in  his  fermons.  *'  He  offered 
*'  to  put  the  whole  upon  this  iflue;  that  he  would 
**  pronounce  a  period  as  long  as  that  to  which  they 
"  had  fworn,  with  the  ufual  tone  of  voice  with  which 
he  preached,  and  then  leave  it  to  them  to  repeat 
it  if  they  could.*'  He  oflFcred  his  own  notes  to 
prove  the  falfehood  of  the  accufation ;  but  no  re- 
gard was  paid  to  thcfc  pleas  by  the  Court,  though 
his  defence  was  applauded  by  mod  of  the  hearers. 
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and  was  pronounced  by  fome  gentlemen  of  the  long 
tobe  to  be  the  be(t  defence  made  by  any  man  in 
ihofe  times.     The  judge,  however,  condu6led  the 
trial,  which  lafted  feven  hours,  with  vehemence,  and 
urged  the  convi6kion  of  theprifoner;  laymg  it  down 
as  a  firft  principle,  that  all  preaching  at  conventicles 
was  treafonable,  and  that  this  ought  to  difpofe  the 
jury  to  believe  any  evidence  upon  that  head  j  fo  the 
jury  brought  Mr.  Rofewell  in  guilty :  upon  which, 
BiOiop  Burnet  relates,  ^^  there  was  a  fliameful  re« 
•*  joicing."  The  paffing  of  fentence  was  poflponedto 
the  124th  of  November.    When,  in  the  mean  time, 
the  words  oh  Which  Mn  Rofewell  was  convided, 
^ame  to  be  examined  by  men  learned  in  the  law, 
they  were  found  not  to  be  treafon  by  any  ftatute. 
On  this  he  moved  for  an  arreft  of  judgment,  dll 
counfel  could  be  heard  on  that  point.     Several  cir- 
cumftances  concurred  to  fecure  the  fuccefs  of  this 
petition.     Sir  John  Talbot,  a  gentleman  far  from 
being  accounted  a  friend  to  diiTenters,  was  prefent 
during  the  trial,  and  was  fo  affeAed  by  the  mode  of 
its  procefs,  that  he  went  immediately  from  it  to  the 
king,  and  reprefented  to  him  that  he  had  feen  the 
life  of  a  gentleman  and  a  fcholar  in  danger,  upon 
evidence  on  which  he  would  not  hang  a  dog ;  and 
urged  it  on  his  Majefty,  that  if  he  fuffcred  him  to 
die,  none  of  his  fubjcSs  could  be  fafe  in  their  houfes. 
Before  he  had  withdrawn.  Judge  Jefferies  came  into 
the  royal  prefence  with  an  air  of  exultation  and 
triumph,  and  congratulated  the  king  oti  the  convic- 
tion of  a  traitor }  who  received  the  information  with 
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cxpf effing  a  concern  for  the  life  of  Mr.  Rofewdl^ 
and  an  injunftion  on  the  chief  juftice  to  find  fcHiie 
way  to  bring  him  o£  The  king  felt  aflianied  <^ 
the  proceedings,  on  many  other  reports  made  to  him 
of  the  wimefics.  He  was  alfo  induced,  from  partica- 
lar  refpeft  to  Mrs.  James,  a  lady,  who,  it  appears  by 
the  event,  had  great  influence  with  his  Majefty,  to 
promife  his  life,  when  from  a  convi£lion  of  the 
innocence  of  Mr.  Rofewell,  and  the  injury  done  him» 
ihe  went  to  the  king  and  begged  it.  The  attorney* 
general  had  orders  to  yield  to  the  arreft  of  judg(6* 
ment.  "  This,*'  Burnet  obferves,  "  was  thought 
^^  a  good  point  gained,  which  might  turn  to  the  ad- 
^^  vantage  of  the  fubjed,  to  allow  that  a  point  of 
**  law  might  be  argued  after  conviftion.*'  The 
jury  foon  felt  great  compunAion  at  the  verdift  which 
they  had  given ;  and  invited  Sir  Peter  Rich,  who 
appeared  on  the  trial  as  the  friend  of  Mr.  Rofewdl, 
the  day  after  it  to  dine  with  them  at  the  Swan 
Tavern  in  Old  Fifli-ftreet,  to  confult  what  fteps 
could  be  taken  to  fave  his  life ;  urging,  that  if  Mr. 
Rofewell  fuflered,  it  would  be  very  unjuftly.  But 
no  method  of  retrieving  what  was  done  occurred  to 
his  thoughts. 

On  the  24th  of  November,  Mr.  Rofewell  wat 
brought  up  to  the  court  to  receive  (entence,  when 
he  requefted  to  be  heard  on  the  caufes  for  which  he 
prayed  an  arreft  of  judgment.  After  fome  debates 
between  the  bench  and  the  king^s  counfel,  the  lord 
chief  juftice,  who  now  afllimed  the  charaAer  of  an 
advocate  for  the  prifoner,  fopportcd  his  requcft,  and 
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:Ecpeatedly  and  (Irrogly  recooimended  camion  and 
deliberation  where  the  life  of  a  man  was  depending ; 
and  counfcl  was  afligQed  to  plead  on  the  errors  and  in*^ 
validity  of  the  indidiiient.  On  the  26th  and  27th  of 
November  the  court  met  again  to  hear  counfeL 
When  they  had  finiihed,  the  chief  juftice  again  la- 
boured to  imprefs  on  the  minds  of  the  other  judges 
fentiments  favourable  totheaccuTed,  andobferved  that 
truly  he  never  had  feen  an  indiflment  fo  loofely  hung 
together,  and  that  by  their  law-books  they  were  bound 
in  cafes  of  that  nature  to  be  counfel  for  the  prifoner ; 
and  he  dill  held  it  up  to  their  coniideration  that  this 
was  a  cafe  in  which  the  life  of  a  man  was  concerned: 
a  coniideration  which  had  little  or  no  weight  with 
l|^s  lordQiip  on  the-  trial.  But  he  now  knew  how 
the  king's  mind  was  difpofed  towards  the  {)rifoner. 
After  all,  no  motion  was  made  by  the  attorney^ 
general,  nor  did  the  court  come  to  a  decifion  ;  but 
Mr.  Rofewell  was  commanded  back  to  prifon ,  to 
wait  for  a  rule  of  court  to  bring  him  up  again  at 
the  next  term.  In  the  mean  time  the  king  granted 
a  pardon  under  the  great  feal ;  and  as  foon  as  it  was 
finiflied,  his  Majefty  died.  Mr.  Rofewell  pleaded 
it  fome  few  days  after,  and  on  giving  bail  was  dif- 
charged.  It  appears,  that  though  the  judge  on  the 
trial  had  intermingled  wjth  the  examination  of  wit* 
neffes  virulent  inveftives  againft  the  accufed,  and 
aimed  to  prejudice  the  jury ;  when  Mr.  Rofewell 
moved  by  his  counfel  to  arreft  the  judgment  ft)r  an 
error  of  form  in  the  records,  this  fame  man  not  only 
advocated  the  caufc  of  the  prifoner  with  an  appear- 
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ailce  of  candour  and  equity »  but  forgettkig  thedico« 
turn  and  gravity  to  be  prefervcd  on  the  bench, 
indulged  in  levity  and  jocularity.  **  He  could  not 
**  contain  himfelf,  but  openly  rgoiced  at  the  accident  j 
'*  and  was  tickled  with  mirth  and  laughing  at  the 
**  king*s  council.  But  the  ferious  obfervation  was/' 
fays  my  author,  "  that  after  he  had  urged  the  pro- 
"  fecution  of  Rofewell,  and  a  fault  flipt,  he  ftxould 
**  fo  merrily  difcharge  him.*'* 

It  will,  it  IS  prefumed,  be  deemed  an  agreeable 
addition  to  this  narrative,  if  the  fentiments  of  the 
late  great  ilatefman,  the  Right  Hon.  Charles  James 
Fox,  be  kid  before  the  reader.  *•  I  have  little  doubt 
**  but  the  account  you  have  feen  of  JefFeries's  con- 
^^  duft  and  motive  is  the  true  one ;  at  the  fame  time 
•*  it  muft  be  confeffed,  that,  according  jo  the  ac- 
'<  count  in  the  flate-trials,  he  a&ed  his  pan  ve^ 
**  well  J  and  the  pardon  coming  after  the  legal 
^'  doubts  looks  rather  as  if  it  was  given,  not  to 
**  let  off  Jeflfcries  eafy,  but  on  the  contrary  to  avoid 
^^  bringing  the  king's  lawyers  to  fhame,  by  expofing 
**  the  imperfeftion  of  their  indictment.  However^ 
*'  even  without  this  ftory,  Jefferies's  character  is 
^^  fuch  that  one  cannot  for  a  moment  believe  his 
^^  having  done  right,  but  with  fome  crooked  motive. 
*'  I  have  read  before,'!  know  not  where,  an  account, 
^^  without  the  name  of  Talbot,  fomething  limilar  to 

*  Life  of  Sir  Francis  Dudley,  lord  keeper,  vol.  ii.  p.  X07 ;  Role* 
welPi  liii^land  Trial,  p.549  5S,  ^9,63 ;  Trial,  p*  63,  Z49  ^5i  S^ 
200, 10/,  et  alibi,  p.  446,  9509  %s^  ^d  p.  a^O  >  Burneti  ?oL  ii 
p.  444— 446. 
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<*  that  which  you  cite  ;  and  I  think  it  tlie  more 
'^  likely,  becaofe  Charles  II.  had  a  very  good  and 
^^  quick  underftanding,  efpecially  in  regard  to  mat* 
**  ters  which  were  ridiculoufly  abfurd,  as  the  en* 
^  dence  againft  Rofewell  is.*** 

By  a  warrant  dated  28ch  May  1687,  iflued  by 
King  James,  Mr.  Rofewell  and  his  fureties,  he  in  a 
bond  of  500L  and  they  in  one  of  2000I.  were  dif* 
charged  from  their  bail.  After  he  had  recdved 
die  king's  pardon,  he  inunediately  retnmed  to  his 
miniftertal  work ;  though  for  the  fake  of  his  bail 
he  carefully  kept  within  the  limits  of  the  law :  but 
after  the  indulgence  was  granted,  he  refumed  his 
charaAer  in  an  open  and  public  manner ;  and  with 
great  afliduity  and  diligence  difcharged  its  duties  to 
a  very  numerous  congregation  for  feven  years  after 
hi^  honourable  acquittal,   in  the  enjoyment  of  a 

♦  A  Letter  With  which  the  author  vns  honoured,  3d  May  iSoa, 
ID  reply  to  one  which  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Pox,  in  confequenee  of  ibroe 
toquries  comroiviicated  to  him  ironi  the  Hon.  Gentleman,  re- 
lative to  the  account  of  the  circuit  of  Judge  Jefferies,  in  the 
**  Hiftory  of  Taunton,"  chap.  ix.  p.  x©9,  Sec.  It  feems  to  bate 
tfcaped  the  attention  of  Mr.  Fox,. that  die  pardon  came  too  late 
to  fave  the  reputation  of  the  king's  counfel,  as  the  imperfections  of 
the  indidlment  had  been  previouily  pleaded  in  arreft  of  judgment; 
and  it  is  prefumed  that  in  his  approbation  of  JefPeries's  conduct  Mr. 
Fox  refers  to  the  part  he  took  infavour  of  the  prifoner.  After  the 
author  had  written  the  above  narrative  of  Mr.  Rofewell^s  cafe,  he  re- 
ferred to  Neal's  Hiflory,  where  he  found,  though  he  did  not 
recoIleCl  it,  the  proceedings  had  been  ilated ;  but  he  trufls  that 
from  the  nature  of  them,  and  the  new  matter  which  he  has  bees 
able  to  fumifh,'  no  apology  is  neceflkry  to  juiliiy  the  appearance  of 
the  narrative  agaiii  in  this  work.  The  account  without  die  naipe  of 
Talbot,  to  which  Mr.  fox  alludes,  was  the  ftate  of  this  affair  given 
by  Bifhop  Burnet  in  his  J*  Hiftory  of  his  own  Times.** 
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great  tbeafure  of  healthy  till  his  lad  ficknefs,  (thd 
eScd  of  a  cold  caught  at  the  funeral  of  Mr.  Baxter,) 
which  terminated  his  life  at  the  age  of  62,  on  Feb. 
13th,  1692.  It  deferves  to  be  mentioned  to  the 
honour  of  two  clergymen,  his  eontemporaries,  and 
a^  teftimonies  of  the  opinion  entertained  of  his  in- 
nocence, and  the  efteem  in  which  his  character  was 
held,  that  one  of  them,  Mr.  Meriton,  miniftet  of 
St.  Nicholas  Cdle-Abbey  in  Old  Fifh-ftreet,  pub- 
licly prayed  for  him  in  the  church  during  his  im- 
pnfonment ;  and  the  other,  Mr.  Jckyll,  of  the  New 
Chapel  at  Weftminfter,  frequently  vifited  him  in  the 
Gatehoufe.  Many  hundreds  of  people  attended  the 
funeral  from  Draper's  Hall,  whence  he  was  carried 
to  interment  in  Bunhill }  and  in  the  fpirit  of  that 
tmion  which  had  been  lately  formed  between  the 
two  denominations,  his  pall  was  fupported  by  three 
prSbyterian  and  three  independent  minifters«* 

On  the  1 6th  of  November  1692,  died  Mr.  Rich. 
SteeU  e}e6^ed  from  the  living  of  Hanmere  in  Flint- 
ihire,  and  during  his  refidence  there  the  intimate  friend 
of  the  excellent  Mr.  Philip  Henry.  He  was  born 
near  Nantwich  in  Chefliire,  on  the  loth  May  1629 ; 
ftudied  feveral  years  in  St.  John's  college,  Cam- 
bridge ;  and  was  afterwards  incorporated  into  the 
univerfity  of  Oxford.  The  difficulty  in  refpeft  to 
conformity  which  preffcd  on  his  mind  with  peculiar 
weight  and  ferioufnefs,  was  that  the  publication  of 
the  book  of  common  prayer,  to  which  the  Aft  of 

Uniformity  required    a  declaratioa  of    unfeigned 

•1 

•  Life,  p.  66— 6t,  7tf  y|y  7^« 
L    h    2 
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zScnt  and  confent,  had  been  fo  deferred,  that  he 
had  not  feen  nor  could  fee  it  before  the  Aft  took 
place.  This  vrzA  the  cafe  with  many  others. 
Before  and  after  this  Mn  Steel  met  with  much 
trouble,  and  was  harailed  by  vexatious  proceedings 
againfl:  him  on  the  account  of  his  nonconformity* 
About  1667,  he  removed  from  London,  where  he 
afterwards  gathered  a  congregation,  which  aflembled 
for  divine  worfhip  in  Armourer^s  Hall  in  Colemao* 
ffareet.  His  principal  works  were,  i .  ^^  An  Antidote 
'^  againft  Diftra£Uons  in  the  Worfliip  of  Goo ;'' 
written  in  prifon,  and  which  went  through  feveral 
impreflions.  2.  ^^  The  Tradefman  Calling ;''  one 
of  the  treatifes  given  away  by  the  Society  for  pro- 
moting religious  knowledge** 

In  1694,  on  the  15th  of  July»  at  the  age  of  83, 
Mr.  Thomas  Gilbert,  B.  D.  of  Edmund's  HaH, 
Oxford,  ejected  from  Winchenden  in  Bucking- 
hamfhire,  finifhed  his  courfe.  He  was  efteemed  as 
a  man  of  extraordinary  acutenefs  and  an  exc^Ueat 
fcholar;  who  was  perfectly  familiar  with  all  the 
fchoolmen,  and  yet  took  great  delight  in  poetry, 
and  was  himfelf  a  good  Latin  poet.  It  is  related  of 
him,  that  on  a  particular  occafipn  when  he  was  in 
company  with  Dr.  South  at  Oxford,  and  fomc  emi- 
nent charaAers  of  the  Univerfity,  the  conveifation 
turning  on  fome  Arminian  points,  and  Mr.  Gilbert 
maintaining  that  the  predestination  of  the  Calvinifts 
did  necei&rily  follow  from  the  prescience  of  the 
Arminians,  Dr.  South  challenged  him  to  prove  that 

*  Wilfon's  Hiftory  of  Difleotiiig  Churches,  foL  iu  p.  448— 457* 


Ct  Vft  PROTESTANT  DISSENTERS^  5 IT 

aflcrtion,  engaging  in  that  cafe  to  relinqnifli  his 
Armioian  fentiments.  Mr,  Gilbert  undertook  to  do 
it,  and  nianaged  his  argument  and  opponent  in  a 
Way  that  was  highly  pleafing  to  the  company,  and 
fatisfadory  and  convincing  to  the  Do(^or,  who 
became  and  continued  to  the  lad  a  zealous  aflertor 
of  predeftinacion.  It  ihould  feem,  that  though  Mr» 
Gilbert  was  on  this  head  a  Calvinift,  he  ivas  not  fo  on 
every  queftion  connefted  with  the  Calviniftic  fyftem; 
for  among  his  publications  was  a  fmall  Latin  traft 
^*  on  the  poffibillty  of  pardon  without  a  fatisfa£lion$'' 
in  anfwer  to  Dr.  Owen's  "Diatribe  de  Diving 
^*  Juftitia.*'  It  reflcfts  honour  on  his  memory,  that 
at  Oxford^  where  he  fpent  the  latter  part  of  his  life, 
he  met  with  great  refpefl:  from  thofe  who  were  able 
judges  of  real  worth ;  Dr.  Hall,  biihop  of  Briftol, 
Pr.  Bathurft,  Dr.  Jane,  and  others,* 

The  next  year,  1 695^  clofed  the  fufferings  and 
lives  of  three  others  of  the  pious  worthies,  Mr* 
Robert  Billioj  ^r.  Henry  l?^ewcome^  and  Mr. 
^Lichard  Mayo. 

Mr.  Robert  Billic^  of  Trinity  college.  Cam- 
bridge,  gelled  from  Wickham,  near  Maiden  in 
Effex,  died  on  April  19,  aged  about  73.  He  was 
a  zealous,  fervent  preacher,  whofe  plain  and  metho* 
dical  fermons^  expreffive  of  the  eameftnefs  with 
which  he  fought  the  glory  pf  God,  and  the 
holinefs  and  falvation  of  his  hearers,  {hewing  hini 
to  be  the  good  man.  and  uttered  with  a  ftrong  voice, 
were  heard  with  great  tSkd  on  the  miiids  of  his 

"*  Palmer,  roLif  jp*«43? 
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hearers,  and  were  very  ufeful  in  promoting  the  ends 
which  he  had  in  view*  He  was  wonderfully  pre- 
fcrvcd  in  feafon  of  pcrfccution  ;  and  once  narrowly 
efcaped  being  taken,  as  he  was  preaching  at  the 
hojife  of  Ifrael  Mayo,  efq;  at  Bayton  near  Hertford^ 
by  being  conveyed  into  a  garret,  and  covered  in  i 
dark  hole  with  billets. 

On  the  8th  of  September  terminated  the  life  and 
miniftry  of  Mr.  Richard  Mayoj  in  the  64th  year  of 
his  age ;  who,  before  the  A&  of  Uniformity,  held 
the  vicarage  of  Kingfton-on-Thames  in  Surry; 
^nd  during  his  refidence  in  that  town  had  preached 
for  feveral  years  to  crowded  auditories  a  weekly 
ledure  in  Whitechapel  Church,  London,  with  more 
than  ordinary  animation  and  zeal.  After  his  fecef- 
iion  from  the  eftablifhment,  he  experienced  a  variety 
of  changes ;  till,  towards  the  latter  end  of  the  reign 
of  Charles  II.  he  became  the  paftor  of  a  large  andflou-- 
rifliing  congregation  at  Buckingham-boufe,  College 
Hill,  which  afterwards  ereftcd  the  prefcnt  meeting, 
houfe  in  Salter's  Hall,  London,  where  he  was  many 
years  an  aflfeftionate  and  ufeful  preacher.  His  fermons 
were  derived  from  the  text,  and  were  diftinguiihed 
by  clearnefs  and  method.  He  was  a  man  of  great 
learning  and  ingenuity,  and  well  /killed  in  polemical 
and  practical  divinity  j  a  friend  to  peace  and  union. 
Sincerity  and  prudence  marked  his  conduA,  and  an 
excellent  fwectnefs  of  temper  ran  through  his  de- 
portment  j  and  his  unwearied  zeal  was  not  checked 
by  any  difcouraocmepiSt    "  His  end  was  like  Uw 
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**  light  of  the  evening  when  the  fun  fetteth,  an  evm. 
**  ing  without  any  clouds.*** 

On  the  20th  of  the  above  nionth,  Mr.  Henty 
Newcombe^  M.  A.  of  St.  John's  c6llege,  Cambridge, 
where  he  had  made  great  proficiency  in  philofophy 
and  theology  by  a  clofe  attention  to  ftudy,  and  who 
tiad  heartily  appeared  with  Sir  George  Booth  iot 
the  intercfts  of  Charles  II.  was  caft  out  of  the  living 
at  Mancheller;  and  afterwards,  by  the  Oxford  Aft, 
forced  to  remove  into  Ellenbroke.     He  fubfcquently 
returned,  when  he  could  do  fo  with  fafety,  to  his 
family  and  flock,  and  preached  privately,  till  under 
more  aufpicious  times  he  could  procure  a  licence  for 
a  place  of  worfliip.     At  length  a  (lately  chapel  was 
built  by  his  congregation  ;  but  he  had  not   long 
preached  in  it  before  he  was  removed  by  death,   in 
the  68th  year  of  his  age.     He  kept  up  an  amicable 
corref^.ondence  with  many  conforming  clergy.     His 
mind  was  enriched  with  a  large  ftock  of  folid  learning 
and  knowledge.    His  temper  was  fincere,  candid,  and 
generous.     His  deportment   was  grave,  yet  fwect 
and  obliging.     An  inartificial  humility  veiled   and 
adorned  his  other  excellencies.     His  charity  to  thofe 
who  diflFered  fropi  him  was  accompanied  with  great 
veneration   for  their   wonh.     As   a  preacher  he 
excelled  in  a  natural  eloquence  not  cafily  imitated 
by  others,  and  in  a  happy  way  of  infitmating  him- 
felf  into  the  bofoms  of  his  hearers,  whofe  only  regret 
was  that  the  fcrmon  muft  foon  be  at  an  end.     An 

*  Mr.  Taylor's  Funeral  Sermon  for  Mr.  Mayo,  p.  a 6,  «7,  49} 
WilfoQ^s  Hiftory  of  Diflenung  Churche^i  vol.  ii.  p.  xo. 


530  mSTpRY    OF   THE.  p.  VI. 

emioeiit  divine  oa  hearing  him  once  fald,  ^^  if  I  bad 
^^  this  man's  tongue,  I  cov&ld  not  help  being  proud  of 
**  it.'*  His  attachment  to  ^le  royal  family  was  ex- 
prefled  by  a  fermqn  OQ  the  reftpration  of  Charles  II. 
entitled  **  Ufurpation  defeated,  and  David reftored.^'* 
Two  men  of  epiinence  in  the  lift  of  ejected  mi- 
nifters  were  called  to  their  reward  in  the  year  1696, 
Dr.  Samuel  Annejley^  and  Mr.  Pbilif  Henry. 

The  name  of  Dr.  Sami^el  Annejky^  bom  at  Kcnnil- 
worth  near  Warwick,  A.  D.  1620,  of  noble  fomily 
connexions,  being  firft  couiin  to  Arthur  Annefley, 

,  carl  of  Anglefey,  and  lord  privy  feal  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  11.  wiU  he  tranfmitted  down  in  the  pages  of 

,  ecclefiaftlcal  biography  as  that  of  the  maternal  gr^md- 
father  of  the  celebrated  Mr,  John  Wefley.  When 
\kc  was  fifteen^  he  was  admitted  a  ftudent  in  Queen's 
college,  Oxfqrd,  where  at  the  ufual  periods  he  took 
his  degrees  in  arts.  In  1644,  he  became  chaplain  to 
the  Earl  of  Warwick,  the  admiral  of  the  Parliament's 
fleet.  By  his  intcreft  with  perfons  in  power  he  ob- 
tained the  valuable  living  of  Cliff  in  Kent.  In 
.  1 648,  he  was  honoured  by  the  Univerfity  of  Oxford, 
at  the  inftancc  of  Philip  earl  of  Pembroke,  with 
the  title  of  doftor  of  laws.  In  the  fame  year  he 
rcfumed  his  ftation  at  fea  as  chaplain  to  his  patron 
the  Earl  of  Warwick,  who  was  employed  in  giving 
chace  to  that  part  of  the  EDgli(h  navy  which  went 
over  to  the  prince,  afterwards  Charles  II.  In  1662, 
he  waselefled  minifter  of  St.  John  thcEvangelift  iq 
J^ondon^  by  the  unanimous  votes  of  the  inhabits^nts. 

•  Palmer,  tqI.  ii.  p.  9^. 
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la  1 652,  he  was  nomiEatcd  by  OHvcr,  lord*protedor, 
Icfturcr  in  St.  Paul's.    In  1660,  after  three  prefect- 
ations,  firft  by  the  ProteSor  Richard,  then  by  the 
truftces  for  the  maintenance  of  minifters,  and  laftly 
from  King  Charles  11.  the  moft   legal  and  fccur^ 
title,  he  was  fixed  in  the  vicarage  of  St.  Giles's,  Crip-  . 
plcgatc.  From  this  living  he  was  ejected  for  noncon- 
foi-mity,  on  Bartholomew  day  1662,      Upon  the 
indulgence  in  1672,  he  licenfed  a  meeting-houfe  ia 
Little  St.  Helen's ;  where  he  continued  thepaftor  of 
a  flouriCbing  congregation  till  his  death*    After  the 
fecefiion  of  Dr.  Bates  and  Mr.  Howefrcnn  the  Finner't 
Hall  le6);ure,  he  v;ras  chof<:n  one  of  the  ledurers  with 
them  on  the  eftabliihment  of  a  new  ledure  at  Salter?^ 
Hall.   On  the  death  of  Mr.  Cafe,  the  chid  manage- 
ment  of  the  morning  ledure,  of  which  he  had  beea 
tlie  main  fupport,  with  his  own  confent  devolved 
upon  him.     Several  i)[iini{lers»  whofe  ufeful  labours 
the  church  would  not  otherwife  have  enjoyed,  owed 
tp  him,  principally  if  not  folely,  their  education  or 
fubfiftence.     By  his  ufeful  a6live  exertions  preaching 
was   introduced  into  many  obfcure  and  benighted 
villages.     The  poor  looked  to  him  as  their  commcm 
father.     He  expended  a  confiderable  fum  it^  the 
fliflribution  of  bibles,  catechifms,  and  other  ufeful 
boojcs.     He  pqffeffcd  a  good  paternal  efete ;  and 
devoted  the  tenths  of  all  falarics  and  incomes,  before 
any  part  was  fpent,  to  charitable  purpofcs.     His 
charafter  was  drawn  in  few  but  expreffive  terms 
by  Mr.  Baxter,  as  that  of  **  a  moft  fmcere,  godly, 
♦'  ^pd  humble  man. '    His  retrofpcft  in  his  laft 
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fickncfs,  wa$  (atisfaftorf,  ferene,  and  confolatoxy. 
««  BldTcd  be  Gop,'*  faid  he,  "  I  have  been  faithftd 
*•  in  the  work  of  the  miniftry  above  $^  years/'* 

On  the  24th  of  June  in  the  fame  year,  died,  at  the 
age  of  fixty-five,  Mr.  Pbilip  Henry j  a  name  of  great 
celebrity  in  the  annals  of  £ngli(h  nonconformity. 
The  life  of  this  pious  worthy,  written  by  hia  fon, 
and  of  late  years  republiihed  by  Mr.  Job  Orton,  is 
well  known.  It  was  a  favourite  piece  of  biography, 
with  the  late  Sir  James  Stonboufe,  who  bears  itAu  ' 
mony  to  the  merit  of  the  fubjeft  of  it  as  **  an  cx- 
•*  cellent  man.**  It  does  honour  to  the  work  itfcif, 
and  to  the  virtues  of  the  character  it  exhibits,  that 
a  dignitary  of  the  church  has  introduced  it  at  full 
kogth  into  the  valuable  biographical  coUedion,  with  I 
which  he  has  favoured  the  public,  and  enrolled  the 
name  of  Mr.  Philip  Henry,  with  fome  of  the  firft 
chambers  thiat  have  blefTed  the  world,  and  been  the 
glory  of  England.!  Another  hiftorical  biographer 
and  a  clergyman,  fpeaking  of  Mr.  Henry's  refilling 
to  conform,  fays,  *^  his  non-compliance  was  a  great 
••  injury  to  the  church,  for  he  was  eminently  qua* 
^  lifiedas  a  divine,  a  fcholar,  and  a  gentleman,  for 
**  one  of  its  minifters.**J 

In  the  next  year,  1697,  the  caufe  of  noncon- 
formity loft  the  aflive  exertions  of  three  other 
minifters,  who  had  been  its  advocates  and  ornaments. 
One  of  thefe  was  Mr.  Nathaniel  Vincent,  who  died 

*  Palmer,  yol.  i.  p.  1049 106;  Willbn,Tol.  i.  p.  365,  370. 

t  Wordfworth*s  Ecclefiaftical  Biography,  6th  vol.  ^8yo.  iSio« 

X  Graoger's  Biographical  Hiftory.of  Eoghnd,  yol.  L  p.  124. 
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on  the  2 2d  of  June,  aged  53  ;  fo  fudden  and  violent 
was  the  attack  of  illncfs  which  carried  him  out  of 
life,  that  he  had  leifure  only  to  exclaim  with  dcli» 
berate  pathos  and  devotion,  "  I  find  I  am  dying ; 
♦^  Lord,  Lord,  Lord  have  mercy  on  my  family 
^*  and  my  congregation  !'*  He  was  the  fon  of  a 
pious  minifter,  Mr,  John  Vincent,  Such  was  the 
early  pregnancy  of  his  genius,  and  fo  retentive  was 
his  memory,-  that  he  ufed^  at  feven  years  of  age,  to 
repeat  the  fermons  of  his  father  in  the  family  on 
the  evening.  He  became  a  member  of  Magdalen 
college,  Oxford,  in  the  eleventh  year  of  his  age 
took  the  degree  of  Mafter  of  Arts,  when  he  was 
about  eighteen ;  preached  as  a  leflurcr  at  Pulborow 
in  Effex,  before  he  was  twenty  ;  and  at  twcnty.onc 
he  was  ordained,  and  fixed  as  re^lpr  of  LanglejT 
Marfla  in  Buckinghamfhire,  from  which  place  he 
was.  ejefted,  *^  He  foon  became,**  Mr.  Granger 
obferves,  "  a  very  noted  preacher  and  writer  j  and 
"  as  he  was  one  of  the  mod  affiduous,  fo  he  was 
"  alfo  one  of  the  moft  unfortunate,*'  rather  itfliould 
be  faid,  moft  haraffed  and  perfecuted,  •*  of  his 
^  nonconforming  brethren.**  He  once  cfcaped  an 
imprifonment  of  three  years,  to  be  followed  with 
banifliment,  on  an  Aft  of  the  25th  of  Elizabeth,  by 
a  flaw  in  the  indiftment.  After  his  ejeftment  be 
fpent  a  few  years  in  a  private  family,  and  then,  foon 
after  the  great  fire,  he  removed  to  London,  and 
preached  to  multitudes  amidft  the  ruins ;  where 
undoubtedly  the  awful  fpeftacle  before  him  and^his 
}iearers,  would  much  stdd  to  the  efieft  of  his  feriou^ 
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and  fervent  addrefles.  The  confciences  of  rnanj 
were  awakened,  and  a  refpedable  congregation  was 
formed  under  his  miniftry  in  Southwark.  It  is 
related  of  him,  that  he  fcarcely  entered  into  any 
company,  but  be  was  like  a  box  of  precious  omt'* 
ment,  and  left  fome  fweet  perfume  from  his  heavenly 
dtfcourfe  after  his  departure.* 

About  a  month  after  Mr.  Vincent,  on  the  28tli 
July,  died  Mr.  Nathaniel  Mather^  ejefted  from 
Bamftaple  in  Devon,  the  fecond  fon  of  Mr.  Richard 
Mather,  an  eminent  puritan  divine,  who  was  twice 
fufpended  for  his  nonconformity,  and  to  avoid  fuch 
haraffing  procefles,  removed  to  America  in  1635, 
**  leaving  the  fair  fields  of  his  own  country  for  the 
<«  obfcure  places  of  the  wildernefs.'*  He  fettled  as 
the  paftor  of  a  congregation  at  Dorchefter,  Augnft 
^3^9  1636 ;  in  which  connexion  he  continued  till 
his  death,  April  2 2d,  1669,  ^^  ^^^  73^  J^^  of  his 
age,  leaving  a  name  and  a  family  of  great  celebrity 
in  the  northern  part  of  the  wcftern  continent.  His 
fon,  of  whom  we  are  fpeaking,  was  only  five  years 
old  when  his  father  emigrated  to  New  England, 
where  of  courfe  he  received  the  firft  rudiments  of 
claiEcal  and  academical  learning,  and  became  a  gra^ 
duate  of  Harvard  college  in  1 647  ;  but  he  finiflied 
his  iludies  in  England.  His  firft  preferment  was  the 
living  of  Harberton,  near  Tiverton,  in  Devon ;  and 
in  1 656,  Oliver  Cromwell  prcfcnted  him  to  that  of 
Barnftaple  in  the  fame  county.     On  his  ejeflment 

•  Granger's  Biographical  Kiftory,  vol.iii.p.aaS ;  Mr.  Nathaniel 
Taylor's  Funeral  Sermon  for^  Mr.  Nathaniel  Vincent,  p.  a4»  »6, 
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be  went  into  Holland^  and  fettled  as  a  minifter  at 
Rotterdam^  and  then  returned  to  London^  and  in 
1 67 1,  on  the  death  of  his  elder  brother  Mr* 
Samuel  Mather,  he  fucceeded  him  as  paftor  of  a 
congregation  in  Dublin.  In  1688,  he  became, 
paftor  of  an  independent  congregation  in  Fkved 
Alley,  Lime-flreet,  London,  and  was  chofen  one  of 
the  lecturers  at  Pinner's  Hall,  He  died  in  the  68th. 
year  of  his  age^  having  difcharged  the  duties  of  the 
miniftry  with  diligence  and  fidelity  for  forty-feveiC 
years*  A  Latin  infcription  on  his  monument  in 
Bunhill  fields  delineates  his  talents,  endowments, 
and  virtues,  and  perpetuates  his  name  with  ho- 
nourable praife.  Dr.  Watts  alfo  paid  a  tribute  of 
refpeft  to  his  charafter,  in  a  very  dcfcriptive  epitaph^ 
in  his  lyric  poems.  In  his  miniftrations  he  had  the 
facred  art  of  concealing  the  man^  that  God  alone 
might  be  feen  an<!  exalted  ;  ^^  In  facras  fun£lionis 
*^  exercitiis  arte  pia  celavit  bomimm^  ut  folus  conr 
*'fpiccretur  DeusJ'* 

In  September  1697,  died  Mn  Thomas  Colcy  M. 
A.  ejedcd  by  the  King's  commifQoners,  x66o, 
from  St.  Mary's  Hall,  Oxford,  where  he  became 
principal  in  1656,  and  tutor  to  fome  who  afterwards 
were  diftinguiflied  as  divines  in  the  church  of  £ng« 
jandj  or  as  eminent  fcholars^  and  particularly  to  the 
great  Mr.  Locke.  He  was  the  fon  of  Mr.  William 
Cole,  a  gentleman  of  independent  fortune  in  the 
city  of  London, 'where  he  was  born  in  1627.  He 
received    his   claflical    education  in  Weftminfter, 

*  Palmer,  vol.  {.  p.  339  ;  Wilfoa,  toL  i.  p*  Aja^ 
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whence  he  was  elcfted  ftudent  of  Chrift«Charcb^ 
Oxford.  After  his  eje£ltnent»  he  opened  an  aca« 
demy  at  Nettlcbed  in  Oxfordfliire.  He  then 
removed  to  London,  and  was  the  paftor  of  an  inde- 
pendent congregation,  gathered  during  the  protec- 
torate of  Oliver  Cromwell,  which  removed  its 
meetings  to  different  places^  and  during  his  conne6kion 
with  it  affcmbled  firft  in  Tallow-Chandlers*  Hall^ 
then  in  Pinner's  Hall,  and  laftly  in  Lorimer's  Hall. 
Mr.  Cole  was  afterwards  elefted  one  of  the  Tucf* 
day's  ledurers  at  Pinner's  Hall ;  and  in  that  relation 
be  took  an  af^ive  part  in  the  controverfy  concerning 
what  was  called  the  Neonomian  do£^rine,  which  he 
oppofed  with  (Irid  integrity  and  fteady  zeal,  under  a 
firm  perfaafion  of  the  truth  and  importance  of  the 
views  that  he  entertained  on  the  queftions  in  debate. 
His  name  is  tranfmitted  down  as  that  of  a  man  of 
good  learning,  of  polite  manners,  of  a  mod  inno- 
cent and  fpotlefs  life,  and  of  eminent  virtue  and  piety. 
The  convcrfations  which  he  had  with  feveral  friends 
in  the  profpeft  of  his  approaching  end,  evinced  a 
ipofl  tranquil  and  happy  frame  of  mind  ;  and  the 
fentiments  which  he  occafionatly  uttered  on  rifing 
incidents  were  remarkably  expreffive  of  ferenity, 
refignation,  and  hope.  "Upon  its  being  remarked  to 
him,  that  he  was  fleepy  ;  he  replied,  "  I  fhall  flecp 
*'  quickly,  and  awake  in  everlafting  day.  Ere  long 
"  my  days  and  nights  will  be  all  one.  The  apprc- 
*'  hcnfion  that  faith  gives  of  a  better  life,  is  my 
"  comfort.  As  for  my  going,  God  can  make  it 
"  no  lofs  to  you.  ,  He  can  fet  on  and  lake  off  his 
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*  *  workmen,  as  He  pleafcs.*'  Oa  enquiring  what 
time  it  was,  he  added,  "  Time  paffcih  into  eternity, 
*'  we  live  but  dying  lives  in  the  body,  till  death  is 
**  fwallowcd  op  of  life.     I  long  to  be  immortal/'* 

In  the  year  1698,  on  March  25,  died  Mr.  Matthew 
Barher^  M.  A.  of  Trinity  college,   Cambridge,  a 
man  of  confiderable    learning^    great  piety,  and 
univerfai  candpur  and   moderation  ;  ejcfted   from 
St.  Leonard,  Eaftcheap,  London.     He  wrote  the 
annotations,  in  Pool's   Continuation,   on  both  the 
Epiftles  to  the  Thefialonians.     A  rcfle£iion  on  the 
ftatc  of  his  mind,  on  the  weekly  return  of  his  public 
miniftcrial  ferviccs,  which  occurs  in  a  MS.  account 
of  himfelf,  is  an  amiable  and  (biking  expreflion  of 
his  diffident  and  pious  folicitude  in  the  difcharge  of 
them.  ^^  I  am  commonly  more  humbled  and  troubled 
**  in  my  mind  on  a  Lord's  day  than  on  .any  other 
^  day  of  the  week,  through  the  fear  of  my  failings 
**  in  the  work  of  the  miniftry."t 

In  the  courfe  of  the  next  year,  1699,  two  perfons 
of  peculiar  note,  as  nonconformift  miniders  £lni(hed 
their  courfe.  One  of  thefe,  who  died  on  the  14th 
July,  reputed  one  of  the  beft  orators  and  politeft 
writers  of  his  age  among  the  prefbyterians,  at  one 
time  chaplain  to  Charles  II.  ^^  much  a  fcholar,  much 
"  a  gentleman,  and  no  Icfs  a  chriftian,"  as  Mr. 
Granger  delineates  his  charafter,  was  William  Bates^ 
D.  D.  born  1625,  and  cjcfted  from  St.  Dunftan's  in 

*  Wood^s  Athenae  Oxonicnfey,  vol.  ii.  p.  775;  Wilfon,  vol. 
ijL  p.  79,  89 ;  PaJmer,  vol.  ii.  p.  1939 196. 

.f  Palmer,  vol.  i.  p.  zax. 
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the  Weft.  He  was  the  friend  o(  Afchbifiiop  Til- 
lotfon,  by  whom  he  was  greatly  cftccmed  both  for 
his  learning  and  good  temper.  *'  His  abilities;** 
(ays  the  writer  juft  quoted,  "  qualified  him  for  thtf 
*^  highefl:  dignities  in  the  church ;  and  it  is  certain 
*^  great  offers  were  made  to  him,  but  he  could  never 
^  be  prevailed  with  .to  conform."  He  publifhed, 
befides  various  theological  and  praAical  works^  a 
biographical  one,  entitled,  *'  Vitse  feleftse  aliquot 
•*  virorum ;"  which  is  principally  a  coUeftion.* 

The  other  ejefted  minifter,  who,  at  the  age  of  70, 
died  on  the  1 6th  of  Oftober,  this  year,  the  author 
of  feveral  fingle  fcrmons,  and  of  a  traft  of  celebrity, 
and  eftcemcd  an  excellent  performance,  entitled 
««  The  Almoft  Chriftian,'*  was  Mr.  Matthew  Mead, 
whom  the  Bartholomew  Aft  difpoffeffed  of  the  living 
of  Stepney,  near  London.  He  afterwards,  upon 
the  liberty  granted  to  the  diffenters,  collefted  a 
congregation  in  this  place,  and  built  a  fpacious 
meeting,  the  four  large  pillars  in  which  were  a  prc- 
fent  from  the  States  of  Holland.  He  was  defcended 
from  a  good  family  in  Buckinghamfliire,  long  an 
eminent  preacher,  of  coniiderable  fame  as  a  cafuifl 
and  a  writer,  and  derived  honour  to  his  name  from 
the  great  eminence  of  his  fon,  as  a  fcholar,  as  a 
patron  of  learning,  and  as  a  phyfician ;  who  for 
many  years  attended  on  George  II.  in  that  pro- 
feffional  charafter.  Mr.  Mead,  among  other  innocent 
perfons,  was  accufed  as  an  accomplice  in  the  Rye- 
Houfe  plot,  but  wasvacquitted,  on  a  full  vindication 

♦  Palmer,  vol.  i,  p.  xox,  &c. ;  Granger,  vpl.  iii*  p.  304—^. 
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of  hfe  innocence  by  Charles  II.  when  he  was 
heard  on  the  charge  before  the  privy  council. 
He  was  a  gentleman  and  a  fcholar,  and  a  mod 
excellent  preacher,  according  to  the  grateful  tcf- 
timony  of  refped  paid  to  his  name  and  memory  by 
one  who  had  been  his  ward.* 

•  Palmer,  vol.  ii,p.  185;  Granger,  vol  iu.p.  33a,  333;  Peircc'9 
Vindication  of  the  Difienter^i  part  i.  p«  258. 
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NUMBER  I.  to  Page  11.     ' 

The  Case  of  the  Protestant  Dissenters  represented 
and  argued^    By  Mr,  John  Hme. 

THEY  are  under  one  common  obligation  with  the 
reft  of  mankind,  by  the  univerfallaw  of  nature,  to 
worfhip  God  in  affemblies. 

Men  of  all  forts  of  religions  that  have  pver  obtained  iti 
the  world,  Jews,  Pagans,  Mahometans,  Chriftians,  have 
in  their  praftice  acknowledged  this  obligation.  Nor  cw 
it  be  underftood  how  fuch  a  pra&ice  ihould  be  fo  univerfal, 
otherwife  than  from  the  dilate  and  impr^flion  of  the 
univerfal  law. 

-.  Whereas  the  religion  profelTed  in  England  is  that  0f 
reformed  chriftianity,  fome  things  are  annexed  to  the 
allowed  public  worfhip  which  are  acknowledged  to  be  no 
parts  thereof,  nor  in  themfelves  neccflary;  but  which  tha 
diflenters  judge  to  be  in  fonie  part  finful. 

They  cannot^  therefore,  with  gqod  confcience  towards 
God,  attend  wholly  and  folely  upon  the  public  worfliip 
which  the  laws  do  appoint. 

The  fame  laws  do  ftrictjy  forbid  ifeeir  affcmbling  to  wpr- 
fliip  God  otherwife. 

Which  is,  in  effect^  the  fame  thing  a^  if  they  who  made 
or  iball  cobtinoe  fuch  laws,  (hould  plainly  fay^  if  you  will 


532  APPENDIX. 

not  confent  with  us  in  our  fuperadded  rites  and  modef 
againft  your  confciences,  you  fliall  not  worihip  God  ;  or 
if  you  will  not  accept  of  our  additions  to  the  chriftian 
religion^  you  fliall  not  be  chriftians ;  and  mantfeftly  tends 
to  reduce  to  Paganifm  a  great  part  of  a  chridian  nation. 

They  have  been  wont  therefore  to  meet  however  in. 
diftinctaiTemblies^  and  toworfhipGoD  in  a  way  which 
their  confciences  could  approve;  and  have  manj  yean 
continued  fo  to  do^  otherwife  than  as  they  have  been 
hindered  by  violence. 

It  is  therefore  upon  the  whole  fit  to  enquire, 

S.  1.  Whether  they  are  to  be  blamedibr  their  holding 
didinct  meetings  for  the  worfhip  of  Goo? 

For  anfwer  to  this,  it  cannot  be  expefted  that  all  the 
controverfies  (hould  be  here  determined^  which  have  been 
agitated  about  the  lawfulnefs  of  each  of  thofe  things  which 
have  been  added  to  the  cbriftian  religion  and  worfhip 
by  the  prefent  conftitution  of  the  church  of  England. 

But  fuppofing  they  were  none  of  them  (imply  unlaw- 
ful, while  yet  the  miiinformed  minds  of  the  diflenters 
could  not  judge  them  lawful,  though  they  have  made  it 
much  their  bufinefs  to  enquire  and  fearch;  being  urged 
alfo  by  fevere  fufferings,  which  through  a  long  traft  of 
time  they  have  undergone,  not  to  refufe  any  means  that 
might  tend  to  their  fatisfaction ;  they  could  have  nothing 
elfe  left  them  to  do  than  to  meet  and  worfhip  diftindly 
as  they  have. 

For  they  could  not  but  efteem  the  obligation  of  the 
univerfal,  natural,  and  divine  law,  by  which  they  wer^ 
bound  folemnly  to  worfhip  God,  lefs  queflionaJ>le  than 
that  of  a  law,  which  was  only  pofitive,  topical^  and 
human,  requiring  fuch  and  fuch  additamenta  to  their 
wocfhipj  and  prohibiting  their  worfhip  without  them. 
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The  church  of  England  (as  that  part  affects  to  be 
ealied)  diftinguifhed  firom  the  reft  by  thofe  additionals 
to  chriftian  religion,  (pretended  to  be  indifferent,  ^nd  fo 
confeffed  unneceffary)  hath  not  only  fought  to  ingrofs  tc> 
itfelf  the  ordinances  of  divine  wor(hip>  but  all  civil  power. 
So  that  the  privileges  that  belong  either  to  chriftian  or 
human  fociety  are  inclofed,  and  made  peculiar  to  fucl^ 
lis  are  diftinguiftied  by  things  that  in  themfelves  can  6g- 
nify  nothing  to  the  making  of  perfons  either  better 
chriftians,  or  better  mcn% 

£•  9.  Whether  the  laws  enjoining  fuch  additions  to 
our  religion,  as  the  exclufive  terms  of  chriftian  worfhip 
and  communion,  ought  to  have  been  made;  when  it  is 
acknowledged  on  all  hands  the  things  to  be  added  were 
before  not  neceffary;  and  when  it  is  known  a  great' 
number  judge  them  iinful,  and  muft  thereby  be  reftrained 
from  worfliipp'ing  the  true  and  living  God  ? 

ji.  The  queftion  to  any  of  common  fenfe  anfwenr 
itfelf.  For  it  is  not  put  concerning  fuch  as  diffent  from 
any  part  of  the  fubftance  of  worfhip  which  God  hath 
commanded,  but  concerning  fuch  additions  as  he  never 
commanded.  And  there  are  fuf&cient  tefts  to  diftinguifli 
fuch  diffenters  from  thofe  that  deny  any  fubftantial  part  ^ 
of  religion,  or  affert  any  thing  contrary  thereto.  Where* 
fore  to  forbid  fuch  to  worfhip  that  God  that  made  them, 
becaufe  they  cannot  receive  your  devifed  additions,  is  to 
exclude  that  which  is  neceffary,  for  the  mere  want  of 
that  which  is  unneceffary.  And  where  is^  that  man  that 
will  adventure  to  ftand  forth,  and  avow  the  hindering  of 
fuch  perfons  from  paying  their  homage  to  the  GoD  that 
made  them,  if  we  thus  expoftulate  the  matter  oii  God's 
behalf  and  their  own?  Will  you  cut  off  from  God  hi» 
right  in  the  creatures  be  hath  made  ?  Will  you  cut  off 
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firpin  them  the  means  of  their  falyation  upon  thefe  terms  ? 
What  reply  can  the  matter  admit? 

Tis  commonly  alleged  that  great  deference  is  to  be  paid 
to  the  laws,  and  that  we  ought  to  have  forborne  our  afiem- 
l^lies,  till  the  public  authority  recalled  the  laws  againft 
them :  and  we  will  fay  the  fame  thing,  when  it  is  well  proved 
that  they  who  made  fuch  laws  made  the  world  too. 

And  by  whofe  authority  were  fuch  laws  made  i  Is  there 
any  that  is  not  from  God  ?  And  hath  God  given  any 
man  authority  to  make  laws  againft  himfelf,  and  to  de- 
prive him  of  his  juft  rights  from  his  own  creatures? 
■  Nor  if  the  matter  be  well  fearcbed  into,  could  there  be 
fo  much  as  a  pretence  of  authority  derived  for  fuch  pur- 
pofes  from  the  people,  whom  every  one  now  acknowledges 
the  firft  receptacle  of  derived  governing  power.  God 
can^  it  is  true^  lay  indifputable  obligations  by  bis  known 
laws  upon  every  confcience  of  man  about  religion  or 
any  thing  elfe.  And  fuch  as  reprefent  any  people  can^ 
according  to  the  conftitution  of  the  government^  make 
laws  for  them  about  the  things  they  entruft  them  with; 
but  if  the  people  of  England  be  afked^  man  by  man^  will 
they  fay  they  did  entruft  to  their  reprefentatives  their 
religion  and  their  confciences,  to  do  with  them  what  they 
plcafe?  When  it  is  your  own  turn  to  be  reprcfented  by 
others,  is  this  part  of  the  truft  you  commit  i.  What  Dr. 
Sherlock*  worthily  fays  concerning  a  bifliop,  he  might 
(and,  particularly  after,  doth)  fay  concerning  every  other 
man,  he  can  be  no  more  represented  in  a  council  than 
at  the  day  of  judgment:  every  maris  soul  and  cojf 
science  must  be  in  his  own  keeping,  and  can  be  represented 
by  no  man. 

It  ought  to  be  confidered  that  chriftianity,  wherein  it 
fuperadds  to  the  law  of  nature,  is  all  matter  of  revelation. 
And  it  is  well  known  that  even  among  pagans,  in  the 
*  Vindication  of  fome  ProteftantPrincipks,  &c*  p.  ^2.' 


fettling  rites  and  inftitutes  of  religion,* '  revelation  was 
pretended  at  leaft,  upon  an  implied  principle  that  in  fucfi) 
matters  humaa  power  could  not  oblige  the  people's- 
confciences. 

We  muft  be  eXcufed,  therefore,  if  we  have  in  our  prac- 
tice expreffed  lefs  reverence  for  laws  made  by  no  authority 
received  either  from  God  or  man. 

We  are  therefore  injurioufly  reflefilcd  on^  when  it  is* 
imputed  to  us,  that  we  have,  by  the  «fe  of  our  liberty,^ 
acknowledged  an  illegal  difpenfing  power.  We  have 
done  no  other  thing  herein  than  we  did  when  no  difpen-* 
fation  was  given  or  pretended,  in  confcience  of  duty  to  Him' 
that  gave  us  our  breath ;  nor  did  therefore  pra^tife  other«> 
wife  becaufe  we  thought  thofe  laws  difpenfed  with^  but 
becaufe  we  thought  them  liot  laws.  Whereupon  little 
heed  remains  of  enquiring  farther. 

J^.  3.  Whether  fuch  laws  (hould  be  continued? 
Againft  which,  befides  what  may  b&  collefted  from  that 
which  hath  been  faid,  it  is  to  be  confidered,  that  what  i^ 
mod  principally  grievous  to  us  was  enafted  by  that  Par- 
liament, that,  as  we  have  too  much  reafon  to  believe,  fu£> 
fered  itfelf  to  be  dealt  with  to  enHave  the  nation,  in  other 
refpe6ls  as  well  as  this;  and  which  (to  his  immortal 
honour)  the  tioble  Earl  of  Danby  procured  to  be  diflblved, 
as  the  firil  ftep  towards  our  national  deliverance. 

And  let  the  tenor  be  confidered  of  that  horrid  law^  by 
which  our  Magna  Charta  was  torn  in  pieces ;  the  worft 
and  mod  infamous  of  mankind,  at  our  own  expenfe,  hired 
to  accufe  us ;  multitudes  of  perjuries  committed;  convic- 
tions made  without  a  jury,  and  without  any  hearing  of 
the  perfons  accufed;    penalties  inilided,  goods  rifled, 

*  As  by  Noma  from  his  Egeria.  And  their  prieds,  to  whom 
the  regulation  of  fuch  matters  were  left,  were  generally  believed 
to  be  infpired. 
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«Aates  feized  and  embezzled,  hoofes  broken  up,  families 
difturbed,  often  at  unfeafonable  hours  of  the  night,  vrith 
out  any  caufe  or  (hadow  of  a  caufe,  if  only  a  malicious 
villain  would  pretend  to  rufpe6l  a  meeting  there !  No 
law  in  any  other  cafe  like  this!  As  if  to  worihip  Goo 
without  thofe  additions  which  were  confefled  unnecef- 
fary,  were  a  greater  crime  than  theft,  felony,  murder,  or 
treafon !  Is  it  for  our  reputation  to  pofterity  that  the 
memory  of  fuch  a  law  (hould  be  continued  } 

And  are  we  not  yet  awakened^  and  our  eyes  opened 
enough  to  fee,  that  the  making  and  execution  of  the  laws, 
by  which  we  have  fuffered  fo  deeply  for  many  by-paft 
years,  was  only  that  proteftants  might  deftroy  proteflants^ 
and  the  eafier  work  be  made  for  the  introdu&ion  of 
popeiry  that  was  to  deftroy  the  refidue? 

Nor  can  any  malice  deny,  or  ignorance  of  obferving 
Englifhmen  overlook,  this  plain  matter  of  hO, :  after  the 
diflblution  of  that  before-mentioned  Parliament,  diflenters 
were  much  careiled,  and  endeavoured  to  be  drawn  into  a 
fubferviency  to  the  court  designs,  efpecially  in  the  ele£kion 
of  after  parliaments.  Notwithftanding  which  they  every 
where  fo  entirely  fell  in  with  the  fober  part  of  the  nation 
in  the  choice  of  fuch  perfons  fur  the  three  parliaments 
that  next  fucceeded,  (two  held  at  Weftminfier,  and  that  at 
Oxford,)  as  it  was  known  would,  and  who  did,  rooft  ge- 
neroufly  aflfert  the  liberties  of  the  nation  and  the  pro- 
teftailt  religion.  Which  alone  ^and  not  our  mere  diflent 
from  the  church  of  England  in  matters  of  religion, 
wherein  Charles  II,  was  fufEciently  known  to  be  a  prince 
of  great  indifferency)  drew  upon  us^  foon  after  the  diffo- 
lution  of  the  laft  of  thofe  parliaments,  that  dreadful  florm 
of  perfecution,  that  deftroyed  not  a  fmall  number  of  lives 
in  gao1s>  and  ruined  multitudes  of  families. 

Let  £ngli(h  freemen  remember,  what  they  cannot  but 
know,  that  it  was  for  our  firm  adherence  to  the  civil 
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interefts  of  the  nation,  (not  for  our  different  modes  of 
religion  from  the  legal  way,  though  the  laws  gave  that 
advantage  againfl:  us,  which  they  did  not  againft  others^) 
that  we  endured  the  cakmities  of  fo  many  years. 

When  by  the  late  king  fome  relaxation  was  given  us, 
what  arts  and  iniinuations  have  been  ufed  with  us  to 
draw  us  into  a  concurrence  to  defigns  tending  to  the  pre- 
judice of  the  nation  ?  And  with  how  little  effeft  upon  the 
generality  of  us  it  muft  be  great  ignorance  not  to  know, 
land  great  injuftice  to  deny. 

But  he  that  knoweth  all  things  knoweth  that  though 
in  fuch  circumfiances  there  was  no  opportunity  for  our 
receiving  public  and  authorifed  promifes  when  we  were 
aH  under  the  eye  of  watchful  jealoufy;  yet  as  great 
aflurances  as  were  poflible  were  given  us  by  fome  that  wc 
hope  will  now  remember  it,  of  a  future  eflablifhed  fecu« 
rity  from  our  former  preffures.  We  were  told  over  and 
over,  when  the  excellent  Heer  Fagel's  letter  came  to  be 
privately  communicated  from  hand  to  hand,  how  eafi{jr 
better  things  would  be  had  for  us,  than  that  encouraged 
papifts  to  expeft,  if  ever  that  happy  change  fliould  be 
brought  about,  which  none  have  now  beheld  with 
greater  joy  than  we.  ^ 

We  are  loth  to  injure  thofe  who  have  made  us  hope  for 
better  by  admitting  a  fufpicion  that  we  fhall  now  be  dif- 
appointed  and  deceived,  (as  we  have  formerly  been,  and 
we  know  by  whom,)  or  that  we  (hall  fuffer  from  them  a 
religious  slavery,  for  whofe  fakes  we  have  fuffered  fo 
grievous  things,  rather  than  do  the  lead  thing  that 
might  tend  to  the  bringing  upon  them  a  civil  slavery. 

We  cannot  but  expcft  from  Englifhmen  that  they 
be  juft  and  true.  We  hope  not  to  be  the  only  ii^nces 
whereby  the  Jnglica  Fides  and  the  Punica  fhall  be 
thought  all  one. 
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But  if  wC)  who  have  confiantly  defired^  and  as  we  have 
had  opportunity^  endeavoured  the  faving  of  the  nation^ 
muft  however  be  ruined^  not  to  greaten  (one  hair)  the 
wealth  and  dignity  of  it^  but  only  to  gratify  the  humour 
pf  them  who  would  yet  deftroy  it ;  we  who  are  competently 
inured  to  fufierings^  {hall  through  God's  mercy  be  again 
enabled  to  endure ;  but  He  that  (its  in  the  heavens  will 
in  his  own  time  judge  our  caufe^  and  we  will  wait  his 
pleafure;  and  we  hope  fuffer  all  that  can  be  infli£ted, 
rather  than  betray  the  caufe  of  reformed  chriftianity  in 
ihe  world. 

But  our  affairs  are  in  the  bands  of  men  of  worth  and 
honour^  who  apprehend  bow  little  grateful  a  name  they 
ihould  leave  to  pofterity,  or  obtain  now  with  good  men  of 
any  perfuafion,  if  under  a  pretence  of  kindnefs  to  us, 
they  (hould  now  repeat  the  arts  of  ill  men  in  an  ill  time. 
Great  minds  will  think  it  beneath  them  to  fport  them- 
felves  with  their  own  cunning  in  deceiving  other  men ; 
^hich  were  really  in  the  prefent  cafe  too  thin  not  to  be 
feen  through,  and  may  be  the  eafy  attainment  of  any 
man  that  hath  enough  of  opportunity,  and  integrity  little 
enough  for  fuch  purpofes.  And  it  is  as  much  too  grofs  to 
endeavour  to  abufe  the  authority  of  a  nation^  by  going  . 
about  to  make  that  floop  to  fo  mean  a  thing  as  to  make  a 
Ihew  of  intending  what  they  refolve  to  their  utmoft  {haH 
never  be. 

But  fome  may  think  by  conceffions  to  us  the  church  of 
England  will  be  ruined,  and  a  great  advantage  given  to 
the  bringing  in  of  popery.       , 

To  which  we  fay,  the  generality  of  diffenters  differ  from 
i   the  church  of  England  in  no  fubftantials  of  do£lrine  and 
/   worfhip,  no  nor  of  government,  provided  it  befo  managed 
as  to  attain  its  true  acknowledged  end :  ihe  favouring  of 
us  therefore   will  as  much  ruin  the  church  as  its  enlarge- 
ment and  additional  ftrength  will  fignify  to  its  ruin. 
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And  doth  not  the  world  know^  that  wherein  we  differ 
from  them^  we  differ  from  the  papifis  too?  And  that 
for  the  moft  part  wherein  they  differ  from  us,  they  feem 
to  agree  with  them  ? 

We  acknowledge  their  firong,  bravei  and  profperous 
oppofition  to  popery ;  but  they  have  oppofed  it  by  th^sr 
things  wherein  they  agree  with  us.  The  differences  from 
US  are  no  more  a  fence  againft  popery,  than  an  inclofure  of 
firaw  is  againfi  a  flame  of  fire. 

But  it  is  wont  ta  be  faid  we  agree  not  among  ourfelves^ 
and  know  not  what  we  would  have. 

And  do  all  that  go  under  the  nani6  of  the  church  of 
England  agree  among  themfelves  ?  We  can  (hew  ittorc 
confiderable  difagreements  among  them  than  any  can 
between  the  moft  of  us^  and  a  confiderable  part  of  them. 
They  all  agree,  it  is  true,  in  conformity  ;  and  we  ^11  agree 
in  nonconformity,  And  is  not  this  merely  accidental  to 
chriftianity  and  proteftantifm  ?  And  herein  is  it  not  well 
known  that  the  far  greater  part  of  reformed  chriftendom 
do  more  agree  with  us? 

.  An  arbitrary  line  of  uniformity  in  fome  little  acci- 
dents fevers  a  fmall  part  of  the  chriftian  world  from  all 
the  reft.  How  unreafonably  is  it  expected  that  therefore 
all  the  reft  muft  in  every  thing  elfe  agree  among  them- 
felves ?  Suppofe  any  i;!haginary  line  to  cut  off  a  littte 
fegment  from  any  part  of  the  terreftial  globe;  it  is  as 
juftly  expe£led  that  all  the  reft  fliould  be  of  one  mind. 
If  one  part  of  England  bis  tailors,  they  might  as  well 
expeft  that  all  the  people  befides  ftiould  agree  to  be  of 
one  profeffion; 

Perhaps  fome  imagine  it  difiionourable  to  fuch  as  have 
gone  before .  them  in  the  fame  ecclefiaftical  ftations  and 
dignities,  if  now  any  thing  fhould  be  altered,  which 
their  judgment  did  before  approve  and  think  fit. 
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But  we  hope  that  temptation  will  not  prove  invincible, 
Tiz.  of  fo  exceffive  a  modefty  as  to  be  afraid  of  feeming 
wifer,  or  better  natured^  or  of  a  more  cbriftian  temper^ 
than  their  predeceflbrs. 

But  the  moft  of  us  do  agree  not  only  with  one  8notber> 
but  in  the  great  things  above-mentioned  with  the  church 
of  England  too :  and  in  fhort,  that  the  reproach  may 
ceafe  for  ever  with  thofe  that  count  it  one^  they  will  find 
with  us,  when  they  pleafe  to  try,  a  very  extenfive  agree- 
ment on  the  terms  of  King  Charles  IId*s  declaration  about 
ecclefiaftical  affairs  in  1 660. 

S.  4.  Whether  it  be  reafonable  to  exclude  all  that  in 
every  thing  conform  not  to  the  church  of  England,  from 
any  part  or  (bare  of  the  civil  power  ? 

ji.  The  difference  or  nonconformity  of  many  is  fo 
minute  that  it  would  be  as  reafonable  to  exclude  all  whofe 
hair  is  not  of  this  or  that  colour*  And  what  if  we  (honld 
make  a  diftermination  by  the  decifion  this  way  or  that 
of  any  other  difputed  queftion  that  may  be  of  as  fmall  con* 
cernment  to  religion  ?  Suppofe  it  be  that  oi  eating  blood, 
for  the  decifion  whereof  one  way  there  is  more  pretence 
from  God's  word^  than  for  any  point  of  the  difputed 
conformity :  would  it  not  be  a  wife  confiitution,  that 
whosoever  thinks  it  lawful  to  eat  black-pudding  shall  be 
capable  of  no  office,  He. 

But  wc  tremble  to  think  of  the  exclusive  sacramental 
test,  brought  down  as  low  as  to  the  keeper  of  an  alebouie« 
Are  all  fit  to  approach  the  facred  table,  whom  the  fear  of 
ruin  or  hope  of  gain  may  bring  thither?  We  cannot 
but  often  remember  with  horror  what  happened  three  or 
four  years  ago;  a  man  that  led  an  ill  life,  but  frequented 
the  church,  was  obferved  not  to  come  to  the  facrament^and 
preffed  by  the  officers  to  come  j  he  yet  declined,  knowing 


APPENDIX*  n  $\t 

himlelf  unfit ;  at  length  being  threatened  and  terrified  he 
came^  but  (aid  to  fome  prefent  at  the  time  of  the  folemn 
adion^  that  he  came  only  to  avoid  being  undone^  and  took 
them  to  witnefs  that  what  he  there  repeived  he  took 
only  as  common  bread  and  wine,  not  daring  to  receive, 
them  as  the  body  and  blood  of  Chrift.  It  is  ^mazing 
thatamiong  chriftians  fo  venerable  an  inftitutton  ihould 
be- proftituted  to  the  ferving  of  fo  mean  purpoies,  and 
fo  foreign  to  its  true  end !  And  that  doing  it  aftet 
the  manner  of  the  church  of  England  mud  be  the  quali- 
fication !  As  if  England  were  another  chriftendom ;  or. 
it  were  a  greater  thing  to  conform  in  every  puiiAilio  to 
the  rule9;of  this  church  than  of  Chrift  himfelf ! 

But  we  would  fain  know  whofe  is  that  holy  table  ?  Is  it 
the  table  of  this  or  that  party^  or  the  Lord's  table?  If 
theLoRD^Sj  are  not  perfons  to  be  admitted  or  excluded 
upon  his  terms  f  Never  can  there  be  union  or  peace  in  the 
chriftian  world,  till  we  take  down  our  arbitrary  inclofureft  > 
and  content  ourfelves  with  thofe  which  our  commoiv 
Lord  hath  fet.  If  befall  under  a  curfe  that  alters  a  man'a- 
landmark,  to  alter  God's  is  not  likely  to  infer  a  bleffing« 

The  matter  is  clear  as  the  light  of  the  fun,  that  a% 
many  perfons  of  excellent  worth,  fobriety,  and  godlinef^j^ 
are  entirely  in  the  communion  of  the  church  of  England^ 
fo  there  are  too  many  of  a  worfe  character  that  are  of  it  too; 
and  divers  prudent,  pious,  and  fober-minded  perfons  that 
are  not  of  it.  Let  common  reafon  be  confulted  in  this  cafe. 
Suppofe*the  tables  turned,  and  that  th^  rule  were  to  be  made 
the  contrary  way,  viz*  that  to  do  this  thing,  but  not  by 
any  means  after  the  manner  of  the  church  of  Englandji 
were  to  be  tl^e  qualification ;  and  now  fuppofe  one  of  meaner 
endowments,  as  a  man  and  a  chriflian,  do  what  is  re- 
quired, and  not  in  the  way  of  the  church  of  England  £ 
and  another  that  is  much  better,  does  the  fame  thing  in 
that  way  j  were  it  fuit^ble  to  prudence  or  juftice,  that  bef- 
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caufe  it  is  done  after  the  way  of  the  church  of  England^ 
a  fitter  man  ihould  be  reckoned  unqualified^  and  one  of 
lefs  value  be  taken  quaUfied,  becaule  he  does  it  a  different 
way?  Then  is  all  that  folid  weight  of  wifdom,  diligencey 
fobriety^  and  goodnefs^  to  be  weighed  down  by  a  feather. 

It  muft  furely  be  thought  the  prudence  of  any  government 
to  comprehend  as  many  ufeful  perfons  as  it  can^  and  no 
more  to  deprive  itfelf  of  the  fervice  of  fuch  for  any  thing 
lefs  confiderable  than  thofe  qualifications  are  by  which 
they  are  ufeful^  than  a  man  would  tear  oiF  from  himfelf 
the  limbs  of  his  body  for  a  fpot  on  the  fkin. 

And  really  if  in  our  circumftances  we  thus  narrow  our 
interefts,  all  the  reft  of  the  world  will  fay,  that  they  who 
would  deftroy  us  do  yet  find  a  way  to  be  our  inftruiiors^ 
and  our  common  enemies  do  teach  us  our  politics. 

P.  S.  The  names  of  Mr.Hales^  of  Eton  college,  and 
of  a  latter  moft  renowned  bifhop  of  the  church  of  England^ 
who  afierted  this  principle,  that  if  things  be  imposed 
under  the  notion  of  indifferent^  which  many/  think  sinful, 
and  a  schism  follow  thereupon,  tht  imposers  are  the 
schismaticSy  will  be  great  in  England,  as  long  as  their  wri« 
tings  fhall  live,  and  good  fenfecan  be  underftood  iu  them. 


B 


NUMBER  II.  to  Page  20. 

An  Abstract  of  the  Reasons  for  and  against  the 

Bill  of  Union. 

I.  The  Reasons  for  the  Bill. 

THIS  Bill  was  commonly  fpoken  of  under  the  lets 
proper  name  of  a  comprehension;  and  was  intended^ 
not  as  prejudice  reprefented  it,  to  break  the  frame  of  the 
churchy  but  to  give  it  ftrength  and  firmnefs.    No  altera- 
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tion  was  meant^  but  in  points  declared  by  Ibe  church 
itfelf,  (fee  the  preface  to  the  Book  of  Common -Prayer,), 
to  be  alterable ;  while  tiie  eflential  part  of  the  doftrine, 
government,  and  worfliip  of  the  church  was  to  be  pre- 
ferved  entire.  The  alterations  were  to  be  made  upon  the 
grounds  of  prudence  and  charity,  to  reftore  what  had 
been  abufed  to  its  proper  ufe,  and  to  revife  and  improve 
the  compofition  of  its  fervices.  It  had  been  through  all 
times  the  cufiom  of  the  chriftian  church,  not  excepting 
the  church  of  Rome  ttfelf,  to  change  its  offices  in  all 
ages,  without  incurring  the  cenfure  of  inconftancy.  Con- 
defcenfions  in  accommodating  things  to  fcrupulous  minds 
bad  been  proraifed,  and  were  neceffary  to  remove  from 
the  church  the  imputation  of  perfecution.  At  fuch  a 
diilance  from  the  Reformation,  after  fo  many  revolutions, 
and  affer  fo  many  objections  had  been  brought  forward 
and  coniidered,  a  review  of  the  conftitution  was  become 
feafonable,  and  could  be  more  eafily  direded  to  a  deter- 
minate point  than  formerly ;  and  it  was  the  only  way  to 
remove  the  fcruples  of  diflenters*  It  could  not  under* 
mine  the  church,  as  it  was  not  to  be  made  without 
the  fan6lion  of  ecclefiailical  power.  It  would  not  take 
away,  as  was  feared,  its  fences^  for  after  the  clTentials 
and  conveniences,  of  religion  are  provided  for,  unity  and 
numbers  are,  under  God,  the  ftrongeft  fences.  Fences, 
'which,  as  hitherto^  were  always  attacked  and  perpetually 
called  for  defence,  had  more  trouble  than  fecurity  in  them. 
Conceilions,  fit  in  themfelves,  and  made  for  the  peace  of 
the  church,  would  not  encourage  demands  of  further  con* 
ceffions,  but  would  juftify  to  the  world  a  refufal  of  themt- 
Should  the  conceflions  not  be  received,  it  would  leave 
thofe  inexcufable  who  would  advance  when  the  friends 
of  the  church  were  bound  and  could  not  meet  them  ;  and 
when  the  church  could,  and  came  forward,  ran  back  to 
their  old  extremes  of  averfation. 
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The  Bill,  it  was  urged,  was  fo  framed  as  to  give  aft 
reafonable  fatisfaflioti  to  the  difienters. 

As  tominifters,  the  forms  of  fubfcription  and  ordaixiing 
were  to  be  fo  adjufted  that  thofe  who  were  epifcopally 
ordained  might  come  into  parochial  cure&  without  fcruple 
at  that  which  was  to  be  required.  For  them  who  had 
epifcopal  orders,  fuch  a  provifion  was  to  be  made  a^ 
would  fatisfy  all  the  minifters  of  foreign  churches,  and 
it  was  hoped  would  fatisfy  the  Englifli  diflenters. 

As  to  the  laity,  things  indiflerent  in  their  own  nature 
were  to  be  left  indifferent ;  and  the  grand  obje£lion  of 
their  being  made  unlawful  by  impofition  would  be  en- 
tirely removed  :  fo  that  whether  ufed  or  not  ufed,   there 
would  for  the  future  be  no  bar  againft  lay  communion. 
Though  it  may  be  feared,   that   they  who  cover  intereft 
under  the  pretence  of  dmfcience,  and  fome  few  paftors 
of  wealthy  congregations,  might  be  tempted  to  defire  a 
continuance  of  the  diftance  between  diifenters  and  the 
churchmen,  yet  they  had  more  charitable  thoughts  of  the 
fincerediflenters;  and  a  confident  expeftation  was  enter- 
tained that  the  Bill,  as  offering  terms  fiill  of  chriflian 
moderation,  and  adapted  to  unite  proteflants,  would  cer- 
tainly meet  with  the  approbation  of  foreign  proteflants, 
who  look  upon  the  church  of  England  as   the  center  of 
proteftant  unity ;  as,  indeed,  they  had  teflified  by  letters 
from  Holland,   Geneva,  Switzerland,  and  other  places  \ 
and  thofe  of  th^m  in  England  had  in  converfation  ex- 
prefTed  their  fatisfa£lion.    And  while  it  would  at  prefent 
have  its  eflPeft  with  fincere  diffenters,  though  it  (hould 
not  fucceed  with  all,  it  would  fecure  the  next  generation 
who  would  not  have  thofe  prejudices  inflilled  into  them, 
which  the  public  law  would  take  away. 

It  was  fuppofed  that  had  the  Ufliers,  Sanderfons,  Ham- 
monds, and  others  of  the  mofl  worthy  men  of  the  laft 
age,  been  alive,  the  Bill  of  Union  would  have  had  their 
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Cordial  fupport.  It  was  even  then  approved  by  the  trueft 
fons  of  the  church.  It  wduld,  though  there  were  not  a 
diflenter  in  the  nSition,  be  the  intereft  of  the  church  to 
propofe  fuch  a  bill.  The  cdnftitution  of  the  church 
would  be  improved  by  giving  foilie  of  its  offices  a  greater 
folemnity;  by  additional  prayers^  hyrans^  and  leflbns;  tod 
by  fome  new  offices  for  cafcfs  for  which  notie  were  pro- 
vided. One  junfturc  for  fuch  ameaAireh^d  been  loft  at 
the  return  of  Charles  II.  A  new  and  favourable  one 
now  ciffered  from  the  league  at  that  time  between  the 
pfoteftant  princes  and  ftates^ 

See  ^^  A  Letter  in  defence  of  the  Bill  for  tJniting  of 
*^  Proteftants^  from  a  Divine  to  a  Member  of  Parliament^" 
printed  in  1689,  and  licenftd  by  the  EarlofShrewfbury**: 
command  April  1;  and  preferved  in  the  StatC'Tracts  of 
King  William  III*  vol.  ii.  p.  71^  &P. 

11.  Riasoris  dgainst  the  BilL 

A  Reply  to  the  preceding  was  ptiblifhed>  entitleid, 
*^  A  Letter  from  a  Member  of  Parliament  in  anfwer  to 
*^  the  letter  of  the  Divine  concerning  the  Bill  for  uniting 
^^  Proteftants." 

The  writer  did  not  obje£l  to  the  wbrd  compr^hensionf 
nor  was  he  difpofed  to  reject  all  propofals  of  alteration  ; 
but  would  be  glad  to  fee  the  good  old  houfe  improved. 
He  was  not  fo  unreafonable  as  to  fay  that  all  the  appoint- 
ments of  the  church  were  unalterable}  but  would  grant 
that  they  were  capable  of  amendment^  and  would  be  fo 
even  after  the  intended  amendments  and  fupplies. 

It  is  granted,  that  condefcenfions  were  promifed;  but 
fuch  as  would  meet  the  approbation  of  a  parliament  and 
convocation ;  and  that  a  bill  of  toleration,  without  one 

NN 
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€f  comprehenfion^  was  fufficient  to  remove  the  charge 
of  perfecution  from  the  church. 

Yet  his  judgment  was  for  a  review  of  the  conftitution; 
but  that  would  be  **  a  bill  of  difcreet  charity^"  indeed, 
which  would  take  away  all  fcruples^  prevent  all  prejudices^ 
and  reduce  the  nation  to  perfect  union. 

The  ecclefiaftical  power  which  he  and  all  divines  of  his 
acquaintance  defired^  was  the  power  of  hearing  and  deli- 
berating concerning  the  propofed  alterations  in  convoca- 
tion. He  had  various  objections  againft  th^  plan  defigned^ 
that  twenty  divines  under  a  royal  commiffion  fhould 
confideir  and  determine  of  the  alterations  to  be  prefented 
afterwards  to  Parliament;  he  hoped  alfo  to  the  convo- 
cation. The  eccleiiaftica]  community^  he  thought^ 
ibould  be  reprefented^  not  by  a  few  men  of  a  fort^  but  by 
a  convention  at  leaft  of  their  own  choice. 

The  natural  and  fecure  fence  againft  falfe  doctrines  and 
divilions  in  the  church  was^  he  thought,  an  approbation 
required  from  every  minifter  of  the  church  to  what  is 
ordered  in  it;  for  if  he  fcruples  to  fay  he  approves  the 
doctrine,  he  is  not  to  bje  trufted  with  the  leaching  of  it ; 
and  if  be  approve  not  the  difcipline,  he  will  practife  it 
untowardjy. 

That  leaving  the  ufe  of  the  ceremonies  indifferent,  and 
^t  the  choice  and  judgment  of  the  minifters  or  the 
laity,  each  for  himfelf,  would  introduce  fuch  difcordant 
practices,  fome  obferving,  others  omitting  them;  that 
though  the  church  might  grow  numerous  by  taking 
diifenters  in,  it  would  be  no  ftronger  than  an  army  that 
filled  up  its  companies  with  mutineers. 

Hisjudgment  was,  that  the  Houfe,  i.e.  the  Commons, 
would  not  yield  to  the  propofals,  and  th^t  the  diflenters 
would  refufe  an  acquiefcence  in  them,  and  that  books 
againft  epifcopacy  and  the  liturgy  would  ^flill  fly  about ; 
that,  therefore,  the  church  (hould  perfect  herfelf  as   {he 
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can,  in  the  beft  manner  for  the  fervice  cf  God  and  the 
•edification  of  the  people,  aiid  commit  the  event  to  the 
Divine  Providence. 

He  aflced,  why  might  not  the  few  paftors  of  wealthy 
cbngregatidns  be  provided  for  by  church  preftfments  ? 
This  would  be  a  lefs  chargeable  gratification  to  them^  than 
to  expofe  the  church,  for  their  pretended  eafe,  to  immediate 
diforders  and  factions:  that  the  church  was  not  fo  ill 
provided  as  to  want  their  miniflers  t  that  if  af\er  compe* 
tent  ftudy  they  really  continued  to  think  the  ceremoniea 
unlawful,  it  was  tohimfucha  proof  of  their  weaknefs^ 
as  that  they  ought  not  to  undertake  to  teach^  but  (hould 
modeflly  be  contented  with  lay  communion^ 

He  granted  that  a  great  tendernefs  was  due  to  the 
laity,  as  they  took  up  prejudices  from  the  wrong  infor- 
mation of  thofe,  who,  pretending  to  inftru6l  them,  ought 
to  know  better ;  having  not  leifure,  capacity,  or  oppor- 
tunity of  correcting  their  prejudices.  The  impofition  of 
the  ceremonies  of  kneeling  at  the  facrament,  and  of  the 
fign  of  the  crofs,  and  the  ufe  of  the  furplice,  as  to  them, 
fhould  be  difpenfed  with. 

As  to  the  approbation  of  foreign  proteftant  churches, 
they  would  hardly  admit  into  their  churches  a  man  who 
fhould  deny  to  approve  their  doctrines  and  difcipline; 
they  kept  to  their  own  rules,  hot,' it  is  to  be  fuppofed,  from 
humour  and  oppofitlon,  but  upon  wife  confideration, 
and  for  the  fake  of  oraer  and  peace.  A  Calvinifl  mi- 
nifler  may  be  glad  that  lie  may  be  confidered  as  capable 
of  Englifh  prrferment,  and  may  write  fuch  a  letter  of 
compliment  to  get  one ;  but  this  \%  neither  authority  not 
motive  for  our  ch*ange5  and  *'  what  need  is  there  for  a 
*^  foreign  oracle,  or  going  to  Switzerland  for  a  diredlion 
**  for  us  in  England  ?  Shall  flrangers  be  fuppofed  to  kno  w 
"  our  circumflances  better  than  We?  And  (hall  we  never 
^  think  ourfelves  able  to  do  our  own  bufinefs  ourfelves  ?*' 
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He  was  glad  that  the  church  of  Eingland  was  looked 
upon  as  the  center  of  proteftant  unity :  fuch  he  hoped  {he  . 
would  prove :  that  fhe  feemed  already  to  have  the  proper 
pofition  for  this  office,  and  would,  if  (he  vary  much^  go 
out  of  her  true  place ;  for  fo  much  as  {he  approached  to 
the  Calviniil,  fofar  {he  departed  from  the  Lutheran  church, 
as  friendly  and  a  much  more  confiderable  body :  that 
if  {he  would  be  a  center,  {hemuft  be  fixed  fomewhere;  for 
fhe  could  never  be  ferviceable  to  thofe  abroad^  if  {he  were 
in  diforder  and  confufion  at  home.  And  that  we  {hould 
be  guided  by  the  {landing  confideration  of  unity  and  peace 
at  home,  and  not  by  the  teroporar}'  conjunction  of  princes 
and  dates,  which  may  alter  the  next  year. 
.  That  he  knew  many,  and  thofe  not  inconfiderable, 
friends  to  the  church  againft  the  bill  as  it  was  reported  to 
be  framed,  and  who  thought  it  highly  for  the  caufe  of  the 
church  to  have  it  amended. 

Though  there  be  reafons  for  improvement,  though 
peace  and  piety  may  be  promoted,  which  is  granted,  it 
{hould  be  regularly  confidered,  and  not  done  by  a  few 
friends,  and  on  their  own  head.  The  prudence  of  the 
grand  change  defigned  is  the  more  fufpefted,  as  there  was 
great  reafon  to  diflike  the  preparatory  expedient. 

One  caufe  that  the  juncture  in  Charles  lid's  reign  was 
loft,  was  the  extravagance  of .  the  diflenters'  propofals. 
Some  were  ftifT  for  every  tittle  of  the  old  form,  and  fome 
were  more  unreafonable  againil  the  whole.  The  fanatics 
and  the  papifls  were  for  no  fettlement  at  all.  For  fear  the 
juncture  {liould  be  entirely  loft,  it  was  thought  advifeable 
to  refolve  upon  the  prefent  eftablifliment. 

That  the  church,  though  it  be  not  abfolutely  perfect, 
is  more  perfect  than  any  other  in  the  chriftian  world.  The 
papifts  would  take  advantage  of  our  difcords.  He  would 
have  the  bill  fo  framed  as  not  to  occafion  their  doing  it. 
**  The  church,''  he  faid,  "  without  the  diffenters,  and 
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''  united  as  fhe  is  in  herfelf^  has  been  able  to  make  a  glo* 
'^  rious  (land  againft  popery  regnant;  but  if  by  the  ad«> 
^'  mifiion  of  diflenters  ihe  (hall  be  broken  and  divided, 
*^  (he  may  grow  weaker  by  her  new  company,  and  not 
*'  refill  fo  fuccesfully  a  fecond  time." 

The  feafon  might  be  favourable^  but  that  did  not  arife 
from  the  protedant  league  abroad ;  for  what  breach  of 
any  articles  of  that  league  would  it  be,  if  the  church  re- 
mained unaltered ;  or  how  doth  the  league  enabled  us  to 
make  ever  the  better  alterations.  Circumftances  at  homJb 
render  the  feafon  favourable^  if  we  who  were  almoft 
comprehended  in  theruin^  we  at  lead  who  were  united  in 
the  defence  of  our  religion,  would  abate  of  our  ilifTnefs  for 
or  againfl  fmaller  matters^  and  would  be  ready  to  form 
fuch  a  body  as  may  be  more  firm  and  lading. 


NUMBER  III. 

Heads  of  Agreement  assented  to  by  the  United 
Ministers  in  and  about  London,  formerly  called 
Presbyterian  and  Congregational;  not  as  a  measure 
for  any  National  Constitution,  but  for  the  Preser* 
vation  of  Order  in  our  Congregations,  that  cannot 
come  up  to  the  common  rule  by  law  established. ' 

I,  Of  Churches  and  Church  Members. 

!•  WE  acknowledge  our  Lord  Jefus  Chrift  to  have 
one  cathoUck  church,  or  kingdom,  comprehending 
all  that  are  united  to  him  whether  in  heaven  or 
lestrth :  and  do  conceive  the  whole  multitude  of  vifible 
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believers,  and  their  infant  feed,  (commonly  called 
the  cdlholic  vilible.  church)  to  belong  ta  Cbriii's  fpiritual 
kingdom  in  this  world  :  but  for  the  notion  of  a  catholic 
vifible  church  here,  as  it  fignifies  its  having  been  colle6led 
into  any  formed  fociety,  under  a  vifible  human  head  on 
earth,  whether  one  perfon  fingly,  or  many  colleftively, 
we,  with  the  reft  of  protestants,  unanimoufly  difclaim  it. 

2.  We  agree,,  that  particular  focieties  of  vifible  faints, 
who  under  Qhrift  their  head  are  ftatcdiy  joined  together 
for  ordinar}^  communion  with  one  another  in  all  the 
ordinances  of  Chrift,  are  particular  churches,  and  are  to 
be  owned  by  each  other,  as  inftituted  churches  of  Chrift, 
though  difiering  in  apprehenfions  and  pra£tices  in  fome 
lefler  things, 

3.  That  none  fhall  be  admitted  as  members,  in  order 
to  communion  in  all  the  fpeoial  ordinances  of  the  gofpel, 
butfuch  perfons  as  are  knowing  and  found  in  the  funda- 
inental  doftrines  of  the  chriftian  religion,  without  fcandal 
in  their  lives;  and  to  a  judgment  regulated  by  the  word 
of  God,  are  perfons  of  vifible  godlinefs  and  honefty, 
credibly  profeffing  cordial  fubjeftion  to  Jefus  Chrift. 

4.  A  competent  number  of  fuch  vifible  faints  (as  before 
defcribed)  do  become  the  capable  fubjefts  of  ftated  com- 
munion in  all  the  fpecral  ordinances  of  Chrift,  upon  their 
mutual  declared  confent  and  agreement  to  walk  together 
herein  according  to  gofpel  rule.  In  which  declaration, 
different  degrees  of  explicitnefs  fliall  no  way  hinder  fuch 
churches  from  owning  each  other  as  inftituted  churches. 

5.  Though  parochial  bounds  be  not  of  divine  right^ 
yet  for  common  edification,  the  members  of  a  particular 
church  ought  (as  much  as  conveniently  may  be)  to  live 
near  one  another, 

6.  Th^i  each  particular  church  hath  right  to  chufe  their 
own  officers ;  and  being  furniftied  with  fuch  as  are  duly 
(qualified  and  ordained  according  to  the  gofpej  (ule,  hath 
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authority  from   Chrift  for  exercifing  government,  and  of 
enjoying  all  the  ordinances  of  worfliip  within  itfelf/ 

7.  In  the  adminiftration  of  church  power,  it  belongs 
to  the  paftors  and  other  elders  of  every  particular  church 
(it  fuch  there  be)  to  rule  and  govern  ;  and  to  the  brother- 
hood to  confent,  according  to  the  rule  of  the  gofpeU 

8.  That  all  profeflbrs^  as  before  defcribed,  are  bound  iii 
duty,  as  they  have  opportunity,  to  join  themfelves  as  fixed 
members  of  fome  particular  church  ;  their  thus  joining 
being  part  of  their  profeffed  fubje£tion  to  the  gofpel  of 
Chrift,  and  an  inflituted  means  of  their  eftabliihmeni  and 
edification ;  whereby  they  are  under  the  pailoral  care, 
and  in  cafe  of  fcandalous  or  offenfive  walking,  may  be 
authoritatively  admoniflied  or  cenfured  for  their  recovery, 
and  for  vindication  of  the  truth,  and  the  church  pro- 
fefling  it. 

9.  That  a  vifible  profeflbr  thus  joined  to  a  particular 
church,  ought  to  continue  (ledfailly  with  the  faid  church ; 
and  not  forfake  the  miniftry  and  ordinances  there  dif- 
penfed,  without  an  orderly  fpeking  a  recommendation 
to  another  church  :  which  ought  to  be  given,  when  thfe 
cafe  of  the  perfon  apparently  requires  it. 

IL  Of  the  Ministry. 

1.  We  agree,  that  the  minifterial  office  is  inilituted 
by  Jefus  Chrift,  for  the  gathering,  guiding,  edifying,  and 
governing  of  his  church ;  and  to  continue  to  the  end 
of  the  world. 

2.  They  who  are  called  to  thi^  office,  ought  to  be 
endued  with  competent  learning  and  minifterial  gifts ; 
^s  alfo  with  the  grace  of  God,  found  in  judgi^ent,  not 
novices  in  the  faith  and  knowledge  of  the  gofpel ;  without 
fcandal,  of  holy  converfation,  and  fuch  as  devote  them- 
felves to  the  work  and  fervice  thereof. 
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^  That  ordinarily  none  iliall  be  ordained  to  the  work 
of  this  miniAry,  but  fucb  as  are  called  and  chofen  there- 
unto by  a  particular  church, 

4.  That  in  fo  great  and  weighty  a  matter,  as  the  calling 
and  chufing  a  pallor,  we  judge  it  ordinarily  requifite^  that 
ifivery  fuch  church  confult  and  advife  with  the  paftors  of 
^neighbouring  congregations, 

6.  Th?it  after  fuch  advice^  the  perfon  confulted  about^ 
being  chofen  by  the  brotherhood  of  that  particular  church 
over  which  he  is  to  be  fet,  and  he  accepting,  be  duly 
tprdainedf  and  fet  apart  to  his  office  over  then)  ;  wherein 
it  is  ordinarily  requifite,  that  the  paflors  of  neighbouring 
congregations  concur  with  the  preaching  elder  or  elders-, 
if  fucb  there  be. 

<    6.  That  whereas  fuch  ordination  is  only  intended  for 
fuch  as  never  before  had  been  ordained  to  the  ininiilerial 
pffice ;  if  any  judge,  that  ii;  the  cafe  alfo  of  the  removal 
of  oxie  formerly  ordained^   to  a  new  fts^tion   or  pafloral 
.charge^  there  ought  to  be  a  like  folemn  recommending 
him  and  his  labours  to  the  grace  and  bleffingof  God  ; 
no  different  fentiments  or  praSice  herein   ihall  be   any 
occalion  of  contention  or  breach  of  co.mmuniqn  among  us. 
7.  It  is  expedient,  that  they  who  enter  on  the  work  of 
preaching  the  gofpel,  be  not  only  qualified  for  commu- 
nion of  faints;  bvitalfo  that,  except  in  cafes  extraordinary, 
they  give  proof  of  iheir  gifts  and  fitnefs  for  the  faid  work 
ynto  the  paftprs  of  churches,  of  known  abilities  to.  difcem 
sfnd  judge  of  their  qualifications:  that  they  may  befcnt 
forth   with  folemn  approbation   and   prayer,  which  we 
judge  needful,  that  no  doubt  may  remain  concerning 
^heir  being  called  to  the  work  ;  and   for  preventing  (a^ 
jpuch  as  In  us  lies)  ignorant  and  rafh. intruders. 
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III.  Of  Censures. 

1 .  As  it  cannot  be  avoided,  but  that  in  the  pureil 
churches  on  earth,  there  will  fometimes  oiFences  and 
fcandals  arife  by  reafon  of  hypocrify  and  prevailing  cor* 
ruption ;  fa  Chrift  hath  made  it  the  duty  of  every  churcit 
to  reform  itfclf  by  fpiritual  remedies  appointed  by  him 
to  be  applied  in  all  fuch  cafes^  vi^.  admonition  and 
texcom  m  uni  cation . 

2.  Admonition,  being  the  rebuking  of  an  offending 
member  in  order  to  convidion,  is,  in  cafe  of  private 
offences,  to  be  performed  according  to  the  rule  in  Matthi 
xviii.  15,  16,  17:  and  in  cafe  of  publick  offences,  Openly 
before  the  church,  as  the  honour  of  the  gofpel  and  nature 
of  the  fcandal  (hall  require  :  and  if  either  of  the  admo* 
nitioDS  take  place  for  the  recovery  of  the  fallen  perfon,  all 
further  proceedings  in  a  way  of  cenfure  are  ihereupoa 
to  ceafe,  and  fatisfa6iion  to  be  declared  accordingly* 

3.  When  all  due  means  are  ufed,  according  to.  the 
order  of  the  gofpel,  for  the  reftoring  an  offending  and 
fcandalous  brother,  and  be  notwithflanding  remains  inn- 
penitent,  the  cenfure  of  excommunication  is  to  be  pror 
ceeded  unto  ;  wherein  the  paftor  and  other  elders  (if 
there  be  fuch)  are  to  lead  and  go  before  the  church,  and 
the  brotherhood  to  give  their  confent,  in  a  way  of 
obedience  upto  Chrift^  and  unto  the  elders^  asovertbem 
in  the  lord* 

4.  It  may  fometimes  come  to  pafs,  that  a  church 
member,  not  otherwife  fcandalous,  may  finfully  withdraw, 
and  divide  himfelf  from  the  communion  of  the  church 
to  which  he  belongeth ;  ia  which  cafe,  when  all  duf 
means  for  the  reducing  him  prove  inefiediual;  he  having 
hereby  cut  himfelf  off  from  that  church's  communion, 
the  church  may  juftly  efteem  and  declare  itfelf  difch^rged 
of  any  further  infpeftion  over  him. 
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IV.  Of  Communion  of  Churches. 

1.  We  agree,* that  particular  churches  ought  not  to  wa!k 
fo  di(lin£t  and  feparate  from  each  other  as  not  to  have 
care  and  tendernefs  towards  one  another :  but  their 
paftors  ought  to  have  frequent  meetings  together^  that 
by  mutual  advice,  fupport,  encouragement,,  and  brotherly 
intercourfe,  they  may  ilrengthen  the  hearts  and  hands  of 
each  other  in  the  ways  of  the  Lord, 

2.  That  none  of  our  particular  churches  ihall  be  fub* 
ordinate  to  oijie  another,  each  being  endued  with  equality 
of  power  from  Jefus  Chrift  :  "and  that  none  of  the  faid 
particular  churches,  their  officer  or  officers,  (hall  exercife 
any  power  or  have  any  fuperiority  over  any  other  church 
or  their  officers. 

3.  That  known  members  of  particular  churches,  con- 
flituted  as  aforefaid,  may  have  occafional  communion 
with  one  another  in  the  ordinances  of  the  gofpel^  viz.  the 
word,  prayer,  facraments,  finging  pfalms,  difpeufed  ac- 
cording to  the  mind  of  Chriil  y  unlefs  that  church  with 
which  they  defire  communion,  hath  any  juft  exception 
againfi  them. 

4.  That  we  ought  not  to  admit  any  one  to  be  a  member 
of  our  refpeflive  congregations,  that  hath  joined  himfelf 
to  another,  without  endeavours  of  mutual  fatisfa£tion  of 
the  congregations  concerned. 

5.  That  one  church  ought  not  to  blame  the  proceed- 
ings of  another,  till  it  hath  heard  what  that  church 
charged,  its  elders  or  meiTengers,  can  fay  in  vindication 
of  themfelves  from  any  charge  of  irregular  or  injurious 
proceedings. 

6.  That  we  are  moft  willing  and  ready  to  give  an  ac- 
count of  our  church  proceedings  to  each  other  when 
defired,  for  preventing  or  removing  any  offences,  that 
iajay  arife  among  us.    Likewife,  we  fliall  be  ready  to  give 
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the  right  hand  of  fellowfhip,  and  walk  together  according 
to  the  gofpe!  rules  of  communion  of  churches. 

V.  Of  Deacons  and  Ruling  Elders. 

We  agree,  the  office  of  a  deacon  is  of  divine  appoint- 
ment, and  that  it  belongs  to  their  office  to  receive,  lay 
out,  and  diftribute  the  church's  flock  to  iii  proper  ufes, 
by  the  direction  of  the  paftor  and  elders,  if  fuch  there  be. 
And  v/hereas  divers  are  of  ojiinion  that  there  is  alfo  the 
office  of  ruling  elders,  who  labour  not  in  word  and 
do6lrine;  and  others  think  other  wife,  we  agree  that  this 
difference  make  no  breach  among  us. 

VI.  Of  Synods. 

1.  We  agree,  that  in  order  to  concord,  and  in  any 
other  weighty  and  difficult  cafes,  it  is  needful,'  and 
according  to  the  mind  of  Chrift,  that  a  fynod  be  called  to 
confult  and  advife  about  fuch  matters. 

2.  That  a  fynod  may  confift  of  fmaller  or  greater 
numbers,  as  the  matter  (hall  require. 

3.  That  particular  churches,  their  refpe&ive  elders 
and  members,  ought  to  have  a  reverential  regard  to  the 
judgment  of  fuch  fynods,  and  not  diffent  therefromf 
without  apparent  grounds  from  the  word  of  God. 

VII.   Of  our  Demeanour  towards  the  Civil 

Magistrate. 

1.  We  do  reckon  ourfclves  obliged  continually  to  pray 
for  God's  prote6lion,  guidance,  and  bleffing  upon  the 
rulers  fet  over  u?, 

2.  That  we  ought  to  yield  unto  them  not  only  fub- 
jedtion  in  the  Lord^  but  fupport,  according  to  our  llation 
and  abilities. 
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3.  That  if  at  any  time  it  fhall  be  their  pleafurc  to 
call  logether  any  number  of  us,  or  require  any  account 
of  our  affairs,  and  the  (late  of  our  congregations,  we  (hall 
mod  readily  exprefs  all  dutiful  regard  to  them  herein* 

VIIL  0/  a  Confession  of  Faith. 

As  to  what  appertains  to  foundnefs  of  judgment  in 
matters  in  faith,  we  efteem  it  fufEcient,  that  a  cburcb 
acknowledge  the  fcriptures  to  be  the  word  of  God,  the 
perfe6l  and  oiily  rule  of  faith  and  pradice  ;  and  o^n 
either  the  do£lrinal  part  of  tbofe  commonly  called  the 
Articles  of  the  Church  of  England,  or  the  Confeffion,  or 
Catechifms,  (hortcr  or  larger,  compiled  by  the  aflembly 
at  Weftminfter,  or  the  confedion  agreed  on  at  the  Savoy, 
to  be  agreeable  to  the  faid  rule. 

• 

IX.  Qf  our  Duty  and  Deportment  towards  them  that 
are  not  in  communion  with  us. 

1.  We  judge  it  our  duty  to  bear  a  chriftian  refpefk  to 
fellow  chriftians,  according  to  their  feveral  ranks  and 
ilations,  that  are  not  of  our  perfuaiion  of  communion. 

2.  As  for  fuch  as  may  be  ignorant  of  the  principles  of 
the  chriftian  religion,  or  of  vicious  converfation,  we  (hall 
in  our  refpe&ive  places,  as  they  give  us  opportunity, 
endeavour  to  explain  to  them  the  doArine  of  life  and 
falvation,  and  to  our  utt^rn^od  perfua^e  them  to  be 
reconciled  to  God. 

3.  That  fuch  who  appear  to  have  the  effential  requi- 
,fites  to  church  communion,  we  fliall   willingly  receive 

them  in  the  Lord,  not  troubling  them  with  difpute^ 
Itbout  leffer  matters. 
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NUMBER  IV. 

Dissenters*  Address  on  the  Death  of  Queen  Mary^ 

May  it  please  your  Majesty ^ 

THOUGH  we  come    in  the  rear  of    the  train  of 
mourners  to  pay  our  tributary  tears  for  the  invaluable  lofs 
in  the  death  of  your  royal  confort^  and  our  mod  gracious, 
queen,  yet  our  refentments  of  it  are  with  as  tender  a  fym- 
pathy  as  are  in  the  breads  of  any  of  your  fubjefts.    This 
gives  the  fharpeft  accent  to  our  paflions,  that  the  confide- 
rations  which  are  n^oll  proper  and  powerful  to  allay  our 
forrows,  exafperate  them ;  for  while  we  remember  what 
(he  was,   how  general  and  diffufive  a  blefllng  to  three 
kingdoms^  the  fevere  ftroke  of  Providence  in  taking  her 
from  us  is  moft  affli£ling.     Such  a  concurrence  of   high 
perfection  fhined  in  her  perfon  and  anions,  that  would 
have  made  her  illuilrious  in  a  low  condition;  and  in  her 
exalted  ftation,  they  were  attra6live  of  the  eyes  andadmi* 
ration  of  all.     Her  mind  was  above  the  temptations  that, 
attend  the  throne,    Majefty  was  mixed  with  that  conde- 
fcending  humility,   that  tender  and  beneficent  goodnefs, 
that  (he  was  eafily  acceflible  to  all  for  their  relief  and 
fupport.     Her  piety  and  purity  were  fo  confpicuous,  her 
aifedions  were  fo  compofed  and  temperate,  that  the  court, 
that  is  ufually  the  centre  of  vanity  and  voluptuoufnefs, 
became  virtuous  by  the  impreilion  of  her  example.     Her 
converfation  was  fo  regular,  that  her  enemies  (if  goodnefs 
in  fuch  bright  eminency  had  any)  could  not  faflen  a  taint 
upon  her.     Her  royal  endowments  for  government,  wif- 
dom,  magnanimity,   vigilance,   and   cafe  in   managing 
affairs  of  ftate,  (without  vihich  the  highefl  princes  are  hut 
civil  idols,  ufelefs  and  unprotitable   to  the  world,)    thefe 
were  in  fuch  a  degree  of  excellency,  that  in  your  Majdly's 
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conftrained  abfence,  while  you  were  defending  the  intereft 
of  chriftendom  againft  a  potent  enemy  abroad,  with  the 
fword  of  war,  (he  fweetly  ordered  all  things  at  home  with  • 
the  fceptre  of  peace.  She  is  gone,  and  muft  return  no 
more:  oh,  aftonifliing  grief!  But  it  becomes  us  with 
humble  fubmiffion  to  acquiefce  in  the  divine  difpofaK 
The  will  of  God  is  always  direfted  by  infinite  wifdom, 
and  is  the  rule  of  goodnefs.  We  muft  refrefh  our  forrows 
with  the  hope  that  Ihe  is  entered  into  her  Saviour's  joy, 
whom  fhe  imitated  and  honoured  ;  and  that  (he  is  made 
happy  in  the  love  of  God,  and  the  light  of  his  counte- 
nance for  ever. 

We  humbly  bcfeechyour  Majefty  to  accept  the  renewed 
aflurances  of  our  inviolable  and  conftant  fidelity  to  your 
perfon  and  government;  and  that  we  fhall  influence  all 
that  are  within  our  compafs  to  perfevere  in  their  duty; 
we  fhall  earneftly  pray  to  the  blefled  God  to  keep  you  in 
the  beft  proteffion,  his  encompaffing  favour;  to  fupport 
your  fpirit  with  divine  comforts;  and  to  continue  long 
your  precious  life,  fo  neceffary  for  preferving  the  pure 
leligion,  and  the  civil  rights  of  this  kingdom. 
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NUMBER  V, 


Lists  of  Students  educated  in  the  different  Seminaries, 
of  which  an  account  has  been  given,  from  page  225 
to  page  261. 

I.  to  Page  230.    Mr.  Woodhouse's  Pupils. 


Sir  Edward  Harley*s  two 
Tons,  viz* 

1.  Robert^  afterwards  Earl 
of  Oxford,  born  in  London  in 
1 66 1 ;  ht  died  in  1 7 24.  His 
name  the  hiflory  of  this  coun- 
try has  tranfmitted  to  us  with 
celebrity  as  a  ftatefman  and  a 
political  character,  and  as  a 
liberal  patron  of  learning  and 
ft  great  colleflor  of  books;  his 
MSS.  are  preferred  in  the  Bri- 
tiih  Mufeum. 

2.  Auditor  Harley. 

3.  Henry  St.  John,  Vifcount 
Bolingbroke^  bom  at  Batterfea 
in  1 67  z,  where  he  died  1751. 
He  fecured  to  himfelf  great  and 
permanent  honours  by  his  po- 
litical career  under  throe  reigns^ 
and  by  his  works,  compofed  in 
a  neat  and  flowing  flyle,  and 
didlated  by  a  fine  and  vigorous 
genius,  though  unhappily 
warped  by  inveterate  preju- 
dices againil  chridianity. 

3.  Thomas  Foley,  cfq;  after- 
wards Lord  Foley. 
4*  •••  Leechmere,  efq. 


5.  Thomas  Hunt,  efq;  of 
Boreaton,  Shropfhire ;  the  feat 
of  an  honourable  and  worthy 
family,  fpoken  off  with  great 
refpeft  in  the  lives  of  the  Hen- 
ries, father  and  fon. 

6.  T.  Winnington. 

7.  Mr,  Yates,  of  Deanford, 
who  in  1674  was  the  only  fur- 
viving  (Indent  educated  at  She- 
rifF-Hales. 

The  following  gentlemen 
who  received  academical  learn- 
ing at  that  feminary,  appeared 
afterwards  in  the  character  of 
minifters : 

S.  Mr.  Rob.  Travers,  who, 
in  I7IS>  ^^s  fettled  at  Lich- 
field, and  preached  at  Long 
near  that  city,  where  he  fettled 
27th  Sept.  1692; 

9.  Mr.  John  Norris,  a 
preacher  of  fingular  talents, 
and  a  man  of  a  generous,  can- 
did^ and  benevolent  temper, 
and  of  amiable  piety;  who 
died  at  Welford  in  Northamp- 
Mnfhire,  Feb.  8,  1738,  in  the 
D^d  ycEr  of  his  age,  where  he 


5G0 


API*END13t. 


had  been  a  minifler  of  a  church » 
originally  colle6lecl  and  formed 
by  him,  near  thirty-eight  years, 
having  declined,  in  the  mean 
time,  earned  and  unanimous 
invitations  from  very  confi- 
derable  congregations  at  Bir- 
mingham and  Nottingham. 
He  died  fuddenly,  as  he  was 
going  from  one  apartment  of 
his  houfe  toanother;  he  preached 
on  the  preceding  Sunday,  and 
Concluded  the  public  fervices, 
as  if  he  had  a  prefentiment 
that  he  was  then  taking  his 
farewell,  with  a  pious,  lively, 
and  affeftionate  prayer  for  his 
people,  Doddridge's  Sermons 
and  Trafts,  vol.  i,  p.  1 5 1 — 
155,  i2mo. 

10.  Mr.  Chewning  Black- 
more,  fon  of  Mr.  Wm.  Black- 
more,  M.  A.  of  Lincoln  college, 
Oxford,  ejefted  from  St.  Peter's, 
Cornhill;  fcribc  to  the  provin- 
cial affembly  in  London^  and 
for  his  loyalty  to  Charles  II. 
imprifoned  in  the  Tower  under 
the  prote<Elorate ;  hut  on  his 
parole  by  the  infiuence  of  his 
elder  brother  Sir  John  Black- 
more  with  Cromwell.  Mr. 
Chewning  Blackmore  fettled 
with  a  congregation  of  pro- 
teflant  diflenters  in  the  city  of 
Worcefter,  of  which  he  was 
many  yeart:  the  pailor ;  and  dieff ' 


about  the  year  1742,  leaving* 
the  charadter  of  a  truly  valua- 
ble perfon,  highly  cfteemed  for 
his  fmgular  talents  and  abilities 
by  his  brethren  in  the  miniftry . 

11.  Mr.  William  Willets, 
who  fettled  at  Dudley  in  Wor- 
ceflerihire,  and  died  of  a  de- 
cline about  the  year  1702.  Dr. 
Calamy  has  enrolled  his  name  in 
aJiftof  the  worthies  of  t]}e  day. 
Vol.  ii.  preface,  p.  xxxii. 

12.  Mr.  Daniel  Greenwood* 
who  was  firft  fettled  at  Weft, 
Bromwich,  Staffbrdihire,  and 
then  minifler  in  connedlion 
nedion  with  Mr.  Turton,  of 
the  firft  congregation  of  prO- 
teflant  diflenters  in  Birming- 
ham, called  from  its  iituation 
the  higher,  and  which  now 
bears    the  name  of  the    old, 

meeting. 

13.  Mr.  George  Flower,  a 
native  of  Burton-upon -Trent. 
In   1696  he  became  domeflic 
chaplain   to    Mr.    Foley ;    in 
1698  he  was  chofen  minifterof 
the  congregation  of  proteftant 
difl'enters   formed  that  year  in 
the    town   of  Stourbridge  in 
Worcefterfiiire,   of   which    he 
remained   the  pallor     till    his 
death  in  17331  in  the  60th  year 
of  his  age.     He  was  a  man  of 
confiderable    accomplilhments, 
and  of  sn  amiable  temper,   and 
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in  his  chara&er  the  fchokr^ 
the  gentleman,  and  the  christ- 
tian  were  gracefully  united. 
Memoirs  of  the  Rev.  Samuel 
Bourn,  p.  275,  &c. 

14.  Mr.  John  Spilfbary,  fon 
of  Mr.  John  Spilfbury,  M.  A. 
fellow  of  Magdalen  college, 
Oxford,  and  ejefled  from 
Bromfgrove  in  Worccfterfhire ; 
and  on  the  maternal  fide,  ne« 
phew  of  Dr.  John  Hall,  bi(hop 
of  Briftol,  who  appointed  him 
his  executor.  He  was  thirty- 
three  years  paftor  of  the  con- 
gregation of  diflfenters  at  Kid- 
derminfter,  whofe  place  of 
woHhip  was  creded  for  him. 
He  died  Jan.  31,  1727,  aged 
60.  "  A  graceful  and  familiar 
'<  addrefs  from  the  pulpit," 
fays  Dr.  Latham,  "  and  wife, 
*'  prudent  condu6l  out   of  it, 

gave  him  great  weight  and 

influence  in  the  place  of  his 
**  relidence."     His  fon, 

Mr.  Francis  Spilfbury,  an 
amiable  and  refpedlable  cha- 
racter, fuAained  the  miniflerial 
ofHce,  as  paflor  of  the  congre. 
gation  of  difTenters  at  Salters' 
Hall,  London,  for  forty  years, 
with  a  dignified  propriety  and 
lingular  acceptance }  and  died 
March  3,  1782,  aged  '^y. 

1 5.  Mr.  James  Warner,  who, 
fcttled  at  Tewkcfbury. 
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t6.  Mr.  Jcihtt  Ne\^man,  at 
native  of  Oxfordfhire,  and  bora 
about  the  year  1676.  H^ 
began  to  preach  when  he  wso 
about  nineteen  years  of  ag^,  add 
in  1696  was  chofeti  affiftant  ta 
the  Rev.  N^th.  Taylor  atjSalters* 
Hall,  and  was  eledted  ca-pa(!or 
of  the  fame  congregation  with 
Mr.  Tong  in  1706.  During^^ 
the  long  period  of  forty-five 
years  he  fupported  his  connec- 
tion with  this  fociety  with 
ufefulnefs  and  reputation.  See 
Wilfon's  Diffenting  Churches,' 
vol.  ii.  p.  33— 36. 

17.  Mr.  ***  Hayleyj  who 
fettled  in  Leominfler,  and  died 
in  1719. 

18.  Mr.  Edward  Oafland, 
who  Was  in  17 1 5  miriifler  of  the 
congregation  at  Bewdky  iir 
Worceflerfhif  e;  from  the  living' 
of  which  town  his  hthet,  Mr. 
Henry  Oafland,  an  ^Oiive, 
fervent,  andaccej^tableminifkr, 
had  been  ejedled. 

19.  Mr.  Ben).  Robinfbne^ 
who  fucceeded  Mr.  Woodhoufc 
in  Little  St.  Helen's,  Loridoui 
of  whom  wc  have  fpofcen  before, 
p.  251— 253. 

20.  Mr*  Jofeph  Stokes,  who 
fucceeded  Mr.  Willets  at  Dud* 
ley;  and  died  pador  of  the 
diflenting  congregation  in  that 
town  in  1743. 
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2U  Mr.  Benjamin  Bennet, 
born  at  Willfborough^  a  village 
near  Market-Bofworth^  in  the 
county  of  Leicefter,  in  1674; 
lie  commenced  his  miniil 
try  in  a  finall  congregation 
at  Temple-Hall^  a  village  near 
the  place  of  his  nativity  $  and 
in  1699  was  invited  to  fucceed 
Dr.  Gilpin  at  NewcafUe-upon- 
T>'ne^  where  he  died  Sept.  t, 
X726.  His  works,  efpecially 
his  ''  Memorial  of  the  Refor- 
*'  mation,"  the  "  Irenicum," 
and  the  **  Chriftian  Oratory,'* 
have  tranfmitted  to  us  honour- 
able teftimonials  <^  his  piety 
and  temper,  his  talents  and 
charader.  For  more  particu- 
lars fee  the  Monthly  Repofitory, 
vol.ii.  p,  341,  45  3  5  a»^  Me- 
nioirs  of  him  prefixed  to  the 
late  refpe^lable  Mr.  Samuel 
Palmer's  editicm  of  the  ChriiHan 
Oratory. 

22.  Mr*  Richard  Carver, 
who  was  ordained  minifler  of 
the  congregation  at  Stretton  in 
Warwickihire,  and  remained  in 
that  connection  in  17 15. 

23.  Mr.  Ru&l,  near  Wol- 
verhampton. 

24.  Mr.  James  Tkomp(bn« 
miniher  of  the  diffenting  con- 
gregation at  Bromfgrove,  where 
he  died  in  1729.  He  was 
diilinguiihed  by  holy  zeal^  vi- 


vadty,  and  eagemefs  ia  the 
fervice  of  God,  and  the  duties 
of  the  miniftry. 

25.  Mr.  John  Warren,  whom 
Dr.  Latham  charaClerifes  as  the 
polite  and  amiabU  Mr.  War« 
ren,  began  his  nunifterial  life 
in  an  agreeable  retirement,  as 
chaplain  to  Philip  Foley^  efq^ 
Preftwood,  near  Kiddermin&r; 
and  afterwards,  for  about  fifty 
years,  adorned  a  public  flation 
among  the  diilenters  in  Coven- 
try; firil  as  affifbnt  to  Mr. 
Tong;  then  as  co-paftor  with 
Mr.  JofliuaMerrel;  and  then  as 
sole  paftor  till  his  death,  at 
near  feventy  years  of  age,  in 
1742.  He  greatly  excelled  in 
the  functions  of  his  office. 
His  mind  was  dored-  with  th^ 
ological  knowledge,  ^*  The 
*'  clearnefs  of  his  thoughts, 
'^  the  propriety  and  freedom  of 
*'  his  expreilions,  the  jufhiefs 
'*  of  his  method,  and  the  de- 
'*  cency  of  his  elocution,  all 
*'  animated  by  a  true  fenfe  of 
''  the  importance  of  the  things 
^*  he  delivered,  rendered  him 
'<  a  very  entertaining  and  nfe- 
^*  ful  preacher :  he  had ahappf 
**  talent  in  prayer,  and  was 
*'  affiduous  in  all  paftoral  dudes. 
^*  On  the  ,day  before  his  death 
*'  he  declared  to  a  friend,  '  I 
«' '  have  that  peace  andcomfoft 
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"  ^  I  would  not  be  without  fof 
^  « a  worJd." — Protcfiant  Dif- 
fenters'  Magazme,  vol.  r.  for 
1798,  p.  zSz* 

z6.  Mr.  Warren,  fettled  at 
Burbick,  Wilts. 

27.  Mr.  Ferdinando  Shaw, 
the  fon  of  the  excellent  Mr. 
Samuel  Shaw,  M.  A.  of  St. 
John's  college,  Cambridge,  and 
ejedted  from  the  reftory  of 
LoBg-Whatton,  Leicefterihire ; 
he  fettled  with  a  congregation 
of  proteftant  di^nters  in  the 
town  of  Derby,  of  which  he  was 
for  forty^  years  the  paftor. 
His  charader  was  drawn  in  the 
town  print  of  the  day  as  that  of 
a  gentleman  of  great  worth, 
and  endued  with  many  chriftian 
virtues;  patient  under  many 
years  confinement  and  the  moft 
acute  pains,  and,  during  any 
mitigadon  of  the  paroxyfms,  of 
a  cheerful  and  agreeable  tem- 
per. Notwithftanding  his  bo- 
dily infirmitiesj  he  was  diligent 
and  faithful  in  his  nuniflry. 
His  manners  to  all  wereafiable 
and  courteous.  His  charities 
to  the  poor  were  generous  and 
extenfive,  not  confined  within 
the  narrow  boundaries  of  any 
particular  fe6t,  and  liberal  to  his 
utmoft  power.  His  amiable 
virtues  guned  him  univerfal 
efteem  and  good  will.   He  died 

6  o 


the  20th  of  Jan.  1743,  aged  yz* 
Hisfuneral  fermon  was  preached 
previouily  to  his  interment  by 
the  Rev.  Joseph  Rogerfbn,  and 
he  was  followed  to  his  grave,  ift 
theparilh  church  of  St.  Wer- 
burgh,  by  his  congregation; 
his  pall  wa^  supported  by 
fix  minifters  of  the  neighbouiw 
hood,  viz.  Dr.  Latham,  of  Fin* 
dem,  Mr,  Rogerfon,  Derby, 
Mr.  Murray,  Burton-upon*' 
Trent,  Mr.  Walton,  CaMe- 
Donnington,  Mr.  Peat,  WirkC- 
worth,  and  Mr.  Gregory^  of 
Findern.  N.B.  Thefe  par- 
ticulars  are  taken  from  the 
Derby  Misrcury^  vol.  xili.  numii 
47,  communicated  by  ^r, 
Peyton,  of  Birmingham,  on  the! 
maternal  side  de(bended  from 
Mr.  Shaw.  Hie  eulogium  on 
his  chara^er  was  echoed  by  the 
pen  of  a  clergyman  in  elegiac 
lines,  in  the  Gentleman^s  Ma* 
gazine  for  February  1745. 

28.  Mr.  Samuel  Ph]Iips>  who 
^tttled  with  a  congregation  at 
Bromyard,  and  died  there  1 72 1  • 

29.  Mr.  Matthew  Clark,  an 
eminent  miniHer  among  the 
Independents,  fon  ef  the  Rev. 
Matthew  Clarke,  eje^ed  from 
Narborough  in  Leicefterftiire, 
was  born  2d  Feb.  1664 ;  where, 
on  the  Commencement  of  his 
miniflerial  character,    he  firii: 
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afiiiled  his  father  for  three  years, 
and  laid  thefoandationof  feveral 
diilenttng  charthes.     He  then 
fpent  two  years  with  a  congre- 
gation at  Sandwich  in  Kent. 
About   1690  he  accepted  ati 
inyitation    from    an   indepen- 
dent congregation,  Miles*s-laney 
London.       He   continued    his 
conneflion  with  this  fociety  till 
his   death,    Mardi  27,  1726, 
aged  62.      Much  beloved  and 
fiuich  lamented,  ^n  admired  and 
ufe&l  preacher,^  leaving  behind 
him  at  his  deatbone  of  the  mod 
XHimerous  and  fioflriihing  con^ 
greg^tions  inrithe'metropolb; 
he  was  ranked  among  the  beft  and 
iW)ft  ufcful  divines ;  of  the  age 
in  which  be  lived  ^  and  united 
in  his  character,  to  an  eminent 
degree,  the  gefitleman  and  the 
chriftian .    See, a  full  memoir  of 
h}m  in  Wilfott's  Hiiiory  of  Dif^ 
fentingChurche?,vot.;ii;p.  474 

30.  Mr-  John  RatcliiFe,  born 
in  1677,  comnienced  his  acade- 
mical fiudiesund^irMr.  Wood- 
Jioufe,  which  he  afterwards 
purfued  and  finifhed  under  Mr^ 
Lorimer,  Mr.  Spademan,  and 
Mr.  01d£eld,  near  London. 
He  wasdefcended  from  a  family 
belonging  to  the  eftablifhed 
church;  but  becoming  acquainted 
with  fome  Cerious  dilTenters  in 


hfs  youth,  and  meeting  wicb 
ibme  of  their  pra^Hcal  works, 
particularly    Baxter's     Saint's 
Refl,  his   mind  received  deep 
impreffiORS  of  fnety,  and  he  was 
led  to  examine  the  realbns  of 
diiTent,  and  was  determined  to 
adhere  to  its  principles.    When 
he  had^inUhed  his  academical 
Hudies,    his  refidence  was  for 
fomd  time  in  *  Eiler.     Here  he 
fell  into  a  depreffion  of  f^nrits 
and  a  religious  diftrefs  of  mind ; 
ivhich  induced  him   to  confult 
fome  eminent  minifters  in  Lon- 
don^ firft  by  letter,  and  then  to 
remove  to  the  city  for.  the  bene- 
fit of  fi-ee  and  ^qpient  perianal 
intercoorfe  with  them.     The 
gendemen»  to  whom  he  fully 
opened  his   heart,  'were  Mr. 
Sylveftcr,    Mr.    Howe,     Mr. 
Spademan,  and  Mr.  Shower; 
the  event  was  the  happy  fettle- 
meat , of  his  mind.       At  thb 
time  the  death  of  Mr.  Stancliff, 
at  Rotherhithe,  and  an  occafi- 
onal  fermoii  he  preached  there, 
opened  the  way  for  an  harino- 
nious  invitation  to  become  the 
paftor  of  the  congregation  ;  to 
which  office  he  was   folemnly 
ordained  in   1705,    and  con- 
tinued in  it  fop  nearly  twenty- 
three  years,   with  conilant  and 
indefatigable  application   to  its 
dutiei(»  till  his  death  on  the  x6th 
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Feb.  1728.  He  was  exemplary 
in  condu£^^  and  remarkable  for 
univerfal  benevolence,  formed 
upon  truly  generous  and  catho- 
lic principles,  as  well  as  for 
the.  pious  ferioufnefs  of  his 
fpirit.  His  catechetical  exer- 
cifcs,  began  in  the  year  1 707 
and  continued  to  the  year  1715, 
formed  an  eminent  part  of  his 
minifterial  labours.  He  firft 
entered  upon  them  with  a  fmall 
^number  of  catechumens  in  his 
houfe.  On  a  flrong  dirpofition 
exprefTed  by  many  to  attend 
chem»  and  by  other  public  fpi- 
rited  perfons  to  encourage  and 
patronize  them,  be  removed 
them  to  his  place  pf  worOjip, 
and  devoted  every  Monday  to 
this  fervice  from  five  o'clock  in 
the  morning  to  eight  at  night. 
Sometimes  there  were  not  fewer 
than  2000  on  a  day.  The 
numbers  thus  inflru^led  within 
the  eight  years  were  eliimated 
at  10,000.  The  catechumens 
were  young  perfons  of  all  par-^ 
ties  and  denominations*  The 
younger  children  recited  the 
anfwers  in  the  afTembly's  cate- 
chifm ;  thofe  of  farther  (landing 
were  employed  in  hearing  them ; 
others  preferved  order ;  and 
exaft  accounts  of  every  one's 
proficiency  and  behaviour  were 
returned.     Mr..  Ratcliffip  after 


this  fpent  two  hours  in  exa* 
mining  the  grown  youths  upon 
the  parts  or  fenfe  of  an  anfwer, 
or  more  frequently  of  a  text  of 
fcripture.  He  clofed  the  fer- 
vice with  fome  pra^lical  infer- 
ences, a  pathetic  exhortation 
adapted  to  the  capacities  and 
temptations  of  children,  and 
an  earned  prayer.  After  din- 
ner the  time  was  given  to  free 
and  profitable  converfacion. 
The  evening  was  fpent  in  like 
endeavours  with  the  other  fex. 
Rewards  were  beftowed  accord- 
ing to  their  proficiencies,  to 
excite  en^ulation.  Among  the 
rewards  were  Allan's  Sure 
Guide,  Baxter's  Call,  and,  on 
the  recital  of  the  whole  cate- 
chifm,  a  bible.  The  expences 
incurred  by  thefe  exercifes  were 
greatj  not  lefs  than  300L  a  year, 
and  fometimes  they  amounted 
to  4  or  500L  Thefe  were  de^ 
frayed  by  dated  fubfcriptions, 
and  by  confiderable  donations 
from  unknown  perfpns,  Mr, 
RatclifFe  received  no  remune- 
ration for  all  his  incredible  pains; 
but  out  of  his  own  income; 
bis  though  the  circumdances  of 
family  would  havejoflified  his 
waving  any  pecuniary  2^id,  he 
fubfcribed  bimfelf  ipl,  per 
annum.  It  (hould  be  mentioned 
to  the  hpnpur  of  Mr*  RatclilFe, 
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as  a  confident  protefiant^  that 
though  he  ufed  and  valued  the 
catechifm  particularly  adopted 
by  the  difleoters^  as  a  yery  u^ 
fill  fummary  of,  |n  their  judg- 
ment, chriftian  principles,  yet 
the  fiible  alone  was  his  ftand- 
ard  :  this  he  inculcated  upon 
the  children.  He  was  far  from 
cenfuring  others,  when  their 
apprehenfions  differed  ^om  his, 
and  always  expeQed  to  be 
allowed  the  liberty  of  judging 
about  the  fenfe  of  the  Bible  in 
the  beft  manner  he  could.  See 
his  "  funeral  fcrmon,"  by  Dr, 
John  Evans,  p.  24,  32. 

N.  B.  The  preceding  lift  of 
Mr.  Woodhoufe*s  pupils  is 
furnifhedby  the  late  Mr.  Jofiah 
Thompfon's  '*  Account  of  the 
'*  Diflenting  Academies,"  MS. 
at  prefent  penes  nie,  p.  2. 
Mr.  Thompfon  adds,  that  Mr. 
John  Southwell,  who  was  ne- 
phew to  Mr.  Rich.  Southwell, 
ejeded  from  the  chapelry  of 
Bafwick  in  Stafibrdihire,  and 
fometime  ailiftant  minifter  with 
Mr.  "V^oodhouie  at  Dudley  in 
Worcefterfhire,  and  who  after- 
wards removed  to  Newbury 
inBerkfhire,  continuedfor  fome 
time  the  feminary  of  Sheriff 
Hales ;  the  names  of  two  gen- 
tlemen only  are  given,  as  having 
iludied  under  him  ;  viz* 


I.   William  Harris,  JX.D* 
fbrty*two  years  paftor   of  the 
congregation  of  proteftant  di^ 
fenters  in  Crutched-Friars,   a 
celdi)n^ted  preacher,  an  eminent 
divine,  and  in  high  reputation 
as  an  author.  He  was  reckbned 
the  greateft  maflerof  the  Bngliih 
tongue   among  the  diflenters ; 
which  was  thought,  by  a  good 
judge,  to  have    derived  fbmo 
embelliihments  from  fais  manner 
of  writing.     His  compofitions 
on  divers  fubje^s  and   occaiions 
were    laboured    and    finifhed. 
He  was  particularly  a  true  firiend 
and  excellent  pattern  to  young 
minifters,    in    preaching    and 
converfation.      He  wrote  with 
judgment  in  the  deiftical  con- 
troverfy  with    Woolflon    and 
Collins^    with  the  former  in 
two  difcourfes  on  **  The  reafcm. 
**  ablenefs  of  believing  in  Chrift, 
«*'and  the  unreafonablenefs  of 
^*  Infiddity;  with  brief  Remarks 
^'  on  the  cafe  of  Lazams  ;'*  and 
with  the  latter,  rather  in  way 
of  reference    than     of    dired 
anfwer  to  '^  The  Grounds  and 
*'  Reafons,"  in    a    volume  of 
fermpns,    under   the     title    of 
«'  Pradical   Difcourfes   on  the 
^'  principal  reprefentations    of 
<<  the  Meffiah  throughout    the 
**  Old  Teftament."     It  was  a 
favourite  oUeryadon  with  him. 
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that  without  fome  knowledge 
of  fcriptare  criticiiin,  no  man 
can  thoroughly  underdand  his 
Bible^  or  make  a  proper  ufe  of 
it.  For  a  fuller  memoir  of  this 
excellent  charafler  fee  Protef- 
tant  Diflenters'  Magazine  for 
1795,  p.  217,  &c.  And  Wil- 
fon's  DiiTenting  Churches^  vol. 
i.  p.  66 — jy, 

2.  Mr,  Thomas  Leavefly, 
firft  paftor  of  a  congregation  at 
Little  Baddow  in  EiTex ;  and 
then,  as  fucceflbr  to  Mr.  Simon 
Brown,  at  the  Old  Jewry,  in 
London,  from  about  1723  to 
1737 ;  a  man  of  excellent  tem- 
per, and  difUnguifhed  by  a  gift 
in  prayer.  He  was  one  of  the 
preachers  of  the  ledlure  at 
Salters'  Hall  againft  popery,  in 
1735.  SceWilfon's  DiiTenting 
Churches,  vol.  ii.  p.  358,  360, 

P.S.  It  appears,  from  an 
article  in  the  obituary  of  the 
Monthly  Magazine  for  Decem- 
ber I797»  p.  493 >  on  the  death 


of  Mr.  John  Southwell,  Novem- 
ber 22,  in  that  year,  in  the 
75th  year  of  his  age,  the  grandr 
fon   of  the    tutor,  that    Mr. 
Thompfon's  account  of  him  i$ 
not  quite  correal,  any  more  than 
complete.    It   is  there  ftated, 
that  he,  having  been  educated 
under    Mr.   Woodhoufe,    was 
fucceflively  chaplain  to  Philip 
Foley,  of  Bellwood,  efq;  affift- 
ant  to  Mr.  Woodhoufe,  mailer 
of  an  academy  at  Kiddermin- 
fler,  which    he    removed    to 
Dudley,  and   thence  to   New- 
bury; and  died  of  a  confump- 
tion,  about  1694,  aged  about 
3  2 .     His  grandfon  was  3  3  years 
mailer  of  the  grammar-fchool 
at  Stafford :  a  cbrrefl  and  ele« 
gant  fcholar,    and   a   man  of 
diilinguiihing  and  amiable  ex- 
cellencies of  character,  who  in 
the  latter  part  of  his  life  fyfte- 
matically  cultivated  cheerfulnefs, 
as  a  duty,    and    whofe  mod 
favourite  author  was  Jortin. 


II.  Mr.   Warren's   Pupils, 


Beiides  Mr.  Grove,  the  names 
of  the  following  gentlemen  are 
preferved,  as  having  received 
academical  learning  under  Mr. 
Warren. 

I .  Mr.  John  £nty,  a  native 
of  Cornwall,  the  fon  of  a  taylor, 
who  worked  at  the  houfes  of  his 


cuilonoers,  and  who  had  begun 
to  initiate  the  youth  in  the  fame 
employment;  tiU  being  once  at 
Tregothnan,  the  feat  of  the 
Bofcawens,  the  indications  he 
gave  of  intelligence  and  parts 
attracted  the  notice  of  Mrs. 
Fortefcue^  a  lady,  who  was  a 


568 


APPENDIX. 


r 


great  friend  of  the  diiTenting 
caufe,  and  iaduced  her  to  take 
tiim  under  her  patronage,  and 
to  lupport  the  expence  of  his 
education,  firft  at  a  grammar- 
fchool,  and  then  in  his  acade- 
mical courfe ;  which  he  finifhed 
with  the  charader  of  a  bright 
and  fetious  young    man.     He 
was  invited  to  fettle,  asfucceiTor 
to  Mr.  Sbirwell,  with  a  congre. 
gation  at  Plymouth.      Though 
the  topics  on  which  hedifcourr 
fed  were  common  apd  trite;  yet 
the   pains  he    is  faid  to  have 
l>e(lowed  on  his  compoiitions, 
a  flrong  mufical. voice,  a  lively 
imagination,  and  a  great  com- 
mand and  flow  of  words,  adapted 
to  the  tafle  of  his  hearers,  pleafed 
the  ear  and  moved  the  paflions. 
After  the  ejedlmentof  the  great 
Mr.  Peirce,  he  was  chofen  one 
of  the  minifters  of  the  united 
congregations  at  Exeter,  in  1 7  20. 
At  this  ^ime  the  diflcnters  thro' 
Devon     and     Cornwall    were 
greatly  agitated  by  the  warmth 
with  which  the  trinitarian  con- 
troverfy  was  carried  on }  and  at 
the  affembly  of  minifters,   fays 
my  author,  had  '*  fee  up  afpiri- 
*•  tual  tyranny,  and  fuccefsfully 
"  and  fmoothly   carried   it  on 
"  for   many    years   under   the 
*'  cover  of  three  words,  y^gree- 


*'  merit,     Order,     Decency >* 
Mr.  Enty   became   a  ftrenuous 
advocate  for    the  orthodoxy  of 
the  day,  and  a  leader   in    the 
tranfa£lions    of  the  aflembly,- 
and  all  ecclefiaflical  affairs  were 
direded    by  hioi  with  the  ap- 
plaufe  of  his  friends,  by  whom 
he  was  much  careiTed,  but  with 
a  peculiar  hauteur  and  contempt 
which  provoked  and  difguf^ed 
others.    But,  in  private  circles, 
his  manners  were  eafy  and  free, 
and  without  any  affectation  of 
diftance  and  gravity.     He  had 
a  great   afcendancy  over    his 
principal  hearers,  without  pry- 
ing into  the  fecrets  of  families, 
or  interfering  in  domeftic  af- 
fairs.    He  outlived    the   con- 
troverfy,    and     furvived     his 
opponents,  enjoying  the  peace, 
power,  and  reputation,  which  by 
a  ftedfaft  adherence  to  his  party 
he  had  firmly  eftablifhed.     An 
epidemic  difeafe  terminated  his 
life  abo^t  the  end  of  the  year 
1743,  and  he   met  death  with 
great  compofure  and  decency, 
taking   a  diftinfl   and  folemn 
leave     of    his     family.— -Mr. 
Fox's    Lives  of  his  old    and 
particular    friends ;      a    MS. 
communicated  by  his  grand  fon, 
Mr.  George  Cleather,  ofSton^- 
houfe,  near  Plymouth, 
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N^  B.  Mr.  Fox,  a  native  of 
Plymouth,  was  a  fellow  ftudent 
with  Dr.  Chandler,  and  Arch- 
billiop  Seeker,  at  Mr.  Eames's. 
^e  was  educated  for  the  mi- 
niftry,  and  preached  once  ;  but 
foon  after  lay  afide  the  character , 
and  afterwards  conformed,  as  a 
layman. 

2.  Mr.  Jacob  Sandercocl?, 
who  fettled  at  Taviftock,  De- 
von, in  1688,  and  was  acha- 
radler  that  carried  great  weight 
and  authority.    Fox's  MS. 

3.  Mr.  George  Brett,  who 
fettled  at  Lifkeard  in  Corn- 
wall ;  *'  a  genius,  a  man  of  a 
*'  clear  head  and  a  great  me- 
*'  mory ;  able  to  talk  off  hand 
*'onany  point,  as  if  he  had 
«/  ftudied  no  other ;  his  learning 
**  laid  not  only  in  divinity  and 
^*  hiftory,  but  he  was  an  acute 
"  philofopher^  underflopd  more 
**  of  the  grounds  of  phyiic  than 
"  many  who  profefled  it ;  he 
**  had  a  tafle  for  painting  and 
"  mufic;  he  difclainied  the 
"  power  aflumed  for  fome  years  ' 
'*  by  the  Exeter  affembly,  and 
"  held  in  contempt  the  prefby- 
«^  terian  hierarchy.*'  Fo;^'s  MS. 
He  fettled  at  Li&eard  about 
the  year  1705,  and  was  living 
in  1761.  His  grand-daughter 
b^  his  only  daughter  and  childi^ 


married  to  Mr.  John  Weymouth 
of  Exeter,  was  the  firfl  wife  of 
the  late  Rev.  Timothy  Kenrick, 
of  that  city. 

4.  Mr.  Chriftopher  Taylor, 
who,  with  a  capacity  fufficiently 
great  and  extenfire  to  qualify 
him  for  any  of  the  learned  pro- 
feffions,  chofe  to  devote  himielf, 
under  the  difficulties  and  dif* 
couragements  of  the  times,  to 
the  miniftry  among  the  diflen- 
ters ;  and  in  his  academical 
courfe  made  a  very  confiderable 
progrefs  in  rational  and  polite 
learning,  which  he  afterwards 
cultivated  and  improved.  He 
was  folemnly  ordained  to  the 
office  of  minifter  on  the  25tli 
Auguft  1687,  and  was  recom. 
mended  to  iill  up  a  very  public 
flation  at  Bath;  and  in  1699 
was  invited  to  the  fervice  of  the; 
congregation  in  Hatton-Garden, 
London,  where  he  difcharged 
the  paflpral  jpffice  to  their  great 
fatisfadion  about  twenty-four 
years;  and  fcarcelyany  miniflcr 
in  the  city  was  mqre  conftantly 
attended  pn,  ox  more  valued  and 
regarde4  by  his  people:  though 
his  miniflerial  labours  were 
chiefly  confined  tp  them,  hi^ 
ufefulnefs  was  much  more  exf 
tenfive,  efpecially  to  the  com-. 
n)on     vfclfsLxc    gf    prpteflaii;^ 
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diflenters ;  and  he  was  engaged 
}iy  fome  of  the  bed  judges  of 
men  to  z&.  in  fome  pablic 
tranfadiions  of  great  confequence 
both  to  Scotland  and  England^ 
▼iz.  thofe  of  the  union  of  the 
two  kingdoms^  in  1707.  On 
die  completion  of  which,  he 
preached  and  printed  a  thanks- 
giving fermon.  He  was  zea- 
fens  for  the  civil  and  religious 
liberties  of  mankind.  He  de- 
livered his  difcouHes  as  one 
deeply  feniible  of  the  weight  of 
the  fervice  in  which  he  was 
^g3g^>  ^d  greatly  concerned 


for  t)ie  honour  of  Goo>  and  the 

edification  of  his  hearers,  with 

vigour  and  affeftion.  He  united 

in  his  chara&er  a  quick  appre« 

heniion,  a  found  judgment,  and 

a  good  tafle  of  things  ;  wiidom 

in  council,  and  a  confideraUe 

infight  into  the  affidrs   of  the 

world;  a  large  (hare  of  natural 

firmnefs  and  integrity,  a  fteady 

honefty,  and  a  true  greatneis 

and  generofity  of  mind.     He 

died  on  the  26th  of  0£lober 

1723. — The  funeral  ftrmon  by 

Mr.  Jofhua  Bayes. 


III.  Mr.  Charles  MortorCs  Pupils. 


I.  Mr.  Samuel  Lawrence,  a 
native  of  Wem  in  Shropftiire, 
bom  in  1661 ;  who,  after  fome 
time  fpent  at  Mr.  Philip 
Henry's,  and  then  at  Mr.  Mai- 
den's, at  Alkinton,  near  Whit- 
church, where  he  improved 
hlmfelf  very  much  in  Greek  and 
Hebrew,  went  through  a  courfe 
of  univerfity  learning  under 
Ml*.  Morton.  He  was,  firft,  for 
feveral  years  domeftic  chaplain 
to  Lady  Irby,  relid  of  Sir 
Anthony  Irby,  of  Weftminfter. 
In  168S,  he  accepted  an  unani- 
mous invitation  to  become  the 
minifler  of  a  congregation  of 


diflenters  at  Nantwich  in  Che- 
(hire  j  where  he  difcharged  the 
duties  of  his  paftoral  office, 
embracing  all  opportunities  of 
doing  good,  with  diligence  and 
earneftnefs,  for  nearly  24  years. 
His  whole  converfation  in  the 
world,  was  blamenefs  and 
earnefl.  He  was  a  go»d  fcholar, 
and  a  judicious  and  ierious 
preacher.  He  died  April  4th 
1712,  in  the  5ifl  year  of  his 
age.  Some  of  the  laH  words 
he  was  heard  to  utter  were,  '•  I 
**  do  not  fear,  I  do  not  fear." 
His  fecond  fon  was  the  very 
amiable  Pr.  Samuel  Lawrence^ 
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many  years  pador  of  the  con- 
gregadon  in  Monkwell-flreet, 
London'. — Mr.  Matt.  Henry's 
funeral  fermon  for  the  father, 
p.    33—48  ;     Dr.     FordyceV 
ditto  for  the  Ton,  p.  26—32. 

2.  Mr.  John  Beaumont^  of 
whom  we  have  already  made 
mention,  p.  2 50,1  • 

3.  Mr.  Thomas  Reynolds, 
born  in  London  about  the  year 
1667,  and  admitted  into  Mr. 
Morton's  academy  1683.  He 
afterwards  fludied  at  Geneva 
and  Utrecht.  He  was  invited, 
in  1 69  5 ,  to  fucceed  Mr.  Thomas 
Kentifh,  as  minifter  of  a  fmall 
congregation  in  Cannon-ftreet, 
London ;  which  in  a  (hort  time 
became  numerous,  and  ere6ied 
a  new  and  more  commodious 
place  of  worfhip,  over  the 
King's  Weigh-Houfe  in  Little 
Eaft-cheap ;  where  Mr.  Rey- 
nolds continued  his  minifterial 
labours  for  above  thirty  years 
with  celebrity  and  reputation, 
diUgenceand  fuccefs^  till  1727. 
He  was  one  of  the  firft  fix 
nunifters,  who  condudled  a  lec- 
ture at  the  Weigh-Houfe  on  Fri- 
day evening,  and  was  one  of  the 
le^rers  at  Salters*  Hall  on  a 
Tueftiay.  He  took  a  diftin- 
guifhed  part  in  the  trinitarian 
controverfy  in  1719;  and  was 
a  ftrenuoMs  advocate  for  the 


fubfcription  required  by  many 
to  the  firfl  article  of  the  Church 
of  England,  and  to  the  anfwers 
to  the  fifth  and  fi&th  queftions 
in  the  alfembly's  catechifm* 
through  a  mifguided  zeal  impo- 
iing  on  others  their  own  views 
of  the  chridian  dodrine.  For 
a  memoir  of  Mr.  Reynolds, 
fee  Wilfon's  Diflent  ing  Chur- 
ches, vol.  i.  p.  157,  172. 

4.  Mr.  Jofeph  Hill,  born  the 
nth  of  Odkober  1667,  in  Sa- 
lifbury  ^  who  on  his  removal 
from  the  free  fchool  of  that 
city,  into  which  he  entered  at 
the  age  of  feven,  and  where  he 
continued  nine  years,  affording 
early  fjfecimens  of  a  good  genius 
for  learning,  was  placed  under 
the  tuition  of  Mr.  Morton ; 
after  the  breaking  up  of  whole 
feminary,  he  flndied  under  Mr, 
Sprint,  a  dilTenting  miniller,  near 
Andover,  under  the  learned  Mr. 
Richard  Stretton,  and  under 
Mr.  Glafcock.  Whei>  he  had 
finifhed  his  academical  courie, 
he  fpent  feven  years  as  chaplain 
in  the  family  of  Lady  Irby. 
His  firft  connedtion  in  the  pafto- 
ral  office  was  with  a  congre- 
gation of  proteftant  difiTenters 
in  Swallow-ftreet,  St.  James's. 
In  1699,  he  accepted  an  invL 
tation  f^om  the  Englifii  church 
at  Rotterdam ;  where  he  coh* 
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tinned  his  minidry  for  nineteen 
years,  and  was  held  in  great 
refpc£k  by  the  Dutch  as  well 
as  Englifti  Churches.  On  the 
loth  of  February  1718,  he 
becaniie  paftor  of  the  congre- 
gation of  difienters  of  the  pref- 
byterian  denomination,  which 
then  aflenjbledat  Haberdafhers* 
Hall,  where  he  fucceeded  Mr. 
Coningham.  Here  he  laboured 
nearly  eleven  years,  approving 
himfelf,  though  not  a  popular 
preacher,  a  learned,  pious,  and 
judicious  divine.  He  died  in 
His  fleepon  the  21  ft  of  January 
1729.  The  congregation, 
which  had  declined  in  numbers 
for  many  years,  diffolved  itfelf 
in  1734,  when  Dr.  Theophi- 
Jus  Lobb  was  its  minifler. 
Wilfon's  Diflenting  Churches, 
iFoL  iii.  p.  137 — 139. 

5.  Mr.  William  Hocker,  a 
fellow  ftudent  with  Mr.Tnomas 
Reynolds,  was  defcended  from 
refpeftable  and  religious  parents^ 
atTrelill,  near  Warbridge,  in 
Cornwall,  where  he  was  born 
in  166?.  He  received  the 
rudiments  of  claffical  learning 
from  xhe  Rev.  Jofeph  Halfey, 
ejefted  from  the  reftory  of  St. 
Wichael  Penkevel  in  that 
county  ;  whofe  houfe,  on  its 
being  known,  that  for  want  of  a 
convenient  fchool,  he  had  takeQ 


on  himfelf  the  inHrufUon  of  his 
own  children,  was  thronged  with 
gentlemen's  fons  of  the  bed  rank» 
tho*  many  of  them  were  arerie 
from  nonconformity.  After  Mr. 
Hocker  l)ad  finifhed  his  academi- 
cal courfe  under  Mr.  Morton,  he 
engaged  as  achaplatn  to  a  worthy 
family  at  Edmonton,  near  Lon- 
don, where,  beiides  his  daily  of- 
fices, he  preached  every  Lord's 
day  evening,  on  which  icrvicc  the 
neighbours  were  permitted  to 
attend.    The  event  was,  that 
by  this  means  he  formed   the 
firft  congregation  of  proteftant 
di^enters  in  that  place,  which 
afterwards  became   refpedlable 
in  numbers  and  wealth.     Here 
be  excrcifed  his  miniftry,  with 
energy  and  fuccefs  in  ftriking 
the  confcience  and  healing  the 
wounded  mind,  for  above  thirty 
years ;  when  he    accepted  an 
invitation,  in   17 19,  to  be  the 
colleague  of  Mr.  Samuel  Pom- 
pet,  minifter  of  the  congrega- 
tion,  in   Gravel-lane,   Hoqns- 
ditch.     In   this  connexion  he 
died  on  the  12th  of  December 
1721,    greatly  honoured,  uni^ 
verfally     beloved,     and    ipuck 
lamented )  having  exhibited  a 
pattern  of  laborious  diligence 
in  the  duties  of  his  office,  efpe- 
cially  of  indefatigable  attention 
to  viQting  the  fick  ^nd  afl^ifte^, 
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\vbether  rich  or  poor  5  and  an 
amiable    pattern    of  modefty, 
meeknefs,    and     humility.— ^ A 
fmgular  hiEi  conoeds  itfelf  with 
his  hidory.     A  young  gentle- 
woinan>  a  relation  of  his  tutor> 
viiiting  Mr.  Morton  with  her 
mother  from  Barbadoes,  while 
he  was  a  iludent^  was  xhuch  af- 
feded  by  the  example  of  his 
piety,        Previoufly    to    their 
leaving  England,  Mr.  Hocker 
drew  up  and  put  into  her  hsCnds 
a  i^er  of  chrifHan  counferaiid 
ad^e.     On  their  voyage  back 
to  "Barbadoes  thefe   ladies  were 
t^keh  by  a  Sallee  man,  and  car- 
ried away  captives  to  Mequinex, 
They  were  ftript  ofall  they  had, 
but  the  daughter  found  means 
of  preferving  this    MS.     The 
mother,  after  feveral  years  fpent 
in  captivity,  was  fet  at  liberty, 
and  came   to  England  ;  where 
(he  exprefled  a  lively  fenfe  of 
the  benefit  and  confolation  (he 
and  her  daughter  had  derived 
in  their  afHidtion  from  this  pa- 
per, which  was  the  only  me- 
morandum of  chrifHan  principles 
they  were  permitted  to  keep. — 
The  young    lady,     who    was 
detained,  wa^  prefented  to  the 
Emperor  of  Fez  and  Morocco. 
He  was  fo  captivated  with  her 
beauty,   that   no  means  of  al- 
lurement to  make  her  renounce 


her  rdigion,  were  uneilayed. 
When  thde  arts  did  npt  prevail, 
(he  was  beaten  in  a  moft  barba- 
rous manner,  her  (kin  was  laid 
open  in  feveral  places,  and  fire 
was  fet  to  the  gunpoWder 
with  which  the  incerflices  were 
filled.  Yet  (he  continued  fte<i- 
faft.  When  ihe  was  almod  kil- 
led, the  Emperor  declared,  th^t 
he  would  marry  her,  notwith" 
(landing  her  religious  profeffion; 
which  he  did,  and  (he  became 
one  of  his  four  queens. — Rey- 
nolds's funeral  fermon  for  Mr. 
Hocker,  p.  36—55. 

6.  Mr»  Jofeph  Bennet,  whofe 
father  and    grandfather  were 
worthy  minifters,    the  former 
ejedied     from   Brightling    in 
Suflex,  was  born  in  1 66 j,  and 
received  his  grammar  learning 
under   Mr.  Thomas  Goldham, 
at  Buiwafh  in  the  fame  county, 
a  polite  fcholar,  whom  the  a6l 
of  uniformity  ejeded  from  that 
vicarage.      From  whofe  femi- 
nary  he  removed  to  Mr.  Mor- 
ton's academy,   to     purfue  a 
courfe  of  univer(ity  dudies ;  of 
which  in     fubfequent  life  he 
always    fpoke  with     fmgular 
pleafure,  and  of  his  tutor  with 
great  riefpeft   and   veneration. 
He  preached  for  fome  time,  a?  a 
probationer,   at     Stratford   in 
Effex,     In  1692,  June  22,  he 
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and  fix  other  young  minifters, 
)C.       viz.  Mr.    Jolhua  Bayes,  Mr, 
Thomas  Reynolds,  Mr.  Jofeph 
Hill,  Mr.  Ebenezer  Bradfliaw, 
of  Ramfgate  in  the  county  of 
Kent,  Mr.  \^illiain  King,  of 
Bumfbrd   in  Eilex,    and  Mr. 
lifter  wards  Dr.  Edmund  Calamy, 
were  folemnly  ordained  at  Dr. 
Annefley's     meeting«houfe    in 
little  St.  Helens.    The  fcrvice 
was  condudied  by  Dr.  Samuel 
Annefley,  Mr.  Vincent  Alfop, 
Dr.    Daniel     Williams,    Mr. 
Richard  Stretton^  Mr.  A&tthew 
Sylvefter,    and    Mr.  Kentilh. 
This  was  the  firft  infbnce  of  a 
public  ordination    in  the  city 
•f  London,  after   pafling  the 
A&.  of  Uniformity ;  ^  as  thofe 
fervices  had  been  performed  till 
then  with    great  caution   and 
privacy.      Mr.    Bennet's   firft 
fettlement   afcer  this  was  as  a 
colleague  with  Mr.    William 
Wickins,    venerable  for    cha- 
racter and  years,  at  Newington 
Green.      In     1708,    he  was 
chofen  affiftant  to  the  eminent 
Mr.  Shower  in  this  connedtion 
with  whom,  and   with  his  fnc- 
cefTor  Mr.  Simon    Brown,  he 
continued    his  minifterial  fer- 
vices to  the  congregation  in  the 
Old  Jewry,    greatly  eileemed^ 


till  his  death,  Pebniary  ii, 
1725,  aged  61;  fuppordsg  the 
charader  of  a  icriptural  and 
judicious  preacher,  of  the  man 
of  learning,  and  of  the  chris- 
tian and  mtnifier,  diftinguiihed 
by    modefly,  hiunility,  ftridl 
piety,  and  of  an  <*  Ifraelite  in^ 
''  deed,  in  whom  there  was  no 
^'goile,"  The  remark  he  nude 
w^en  .  he    delivered  the  dii^ 
courie, .  which  proved  his  laiE 
lermon,    horn  Loke    ii.   14, 
<*  Glory  to  God  inthehigheft, 
^*  and  on  earth   peace,  good. 
**  will  towards  men,"  that  he 
thought  that  a  good  fubjeft  to 
end  with :  and  the  text,  Ffidm 
ix.  !•,    «'  They  that    know 
*'  thy  name  will  put  their  truft 
'*  in  thee :  for  thou  Lord  haft 
"  not  forfaken  them  that  feek 
"  thee,"  on  which  he  defired 
that  his  funeral  fermon  might 
be  preached,  and  prefled  on 
the  hearts  and  attention  of  the 
hearers,  as  the  fum  of  his  own 
obfervation     and   experience; 
were  expreffive  indications  of 
the  turn  of  his  thoughts,  and 
the  excellent  flate  of  his  mind. 
— Dr.  Calamy^s  fermon  for  Mr. 
Bennet,  p.  4,  34—46.     Wil- 
fon's  Diflenting  Churches,  vol. 
"•  P- 331—333- 
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IV.  Mr.  Frankland's  Pupils.    To  page  235. 


We  have,  probably,  no  lift 
of  ftudents  educated  in  the  fe- 
minaries  of  diflenters  fo  minute 
and  full  as  that  which  was  af- 
fixed by  Dr.  Latham,  of  the 
pupils  of  the  above-named  emi- 
nent tutor,  to  a  funeral  fermon 
for  the  Rev.  Daniel  Madock,  of 
Uttoxeter,  26th  May  1745. 
«*  When,**  as  he  exprefled  it, 
«*  many  of  thofe  young  lights 
^*  were  fet  as  to  us,  but  would 
**  fliine  out  again  in  the  iirma- 
•'  mcnt  above.**  The  date  of 
the  commencement  of  their  aca- 
demical courfe  is  fpecified  againft 
each.  A  correfpondent  under 
the  fignature  of  P.  has  repub- 
liihed  this  lift  through  feveral 
numbers  of  the  Monthly  Re- 
pofitory  for  181 1,  with  fuch 
biographical  notices  as  the  in- 
formation he  had  obtained  could 
furnifh.  To  thefe  authorities 
the  reader  is  referred ;  and  this 
account  will  be  confined  to 
thofe  names  only,  of  whom  we 
are  able  to  fupply  fome  biogra- 
phical notices  from  other 
quarters;  prefixing  to  each  name 
a  number  correfpondent  to  the 
order  in  Dr.  Latham's  catalogue. 

No.  3.  Mr.Thos.  Whitaker, 
7th  April  1670,  was  of  a  ^try 
antient  family  in  Lancafhire. 


In  1676,  he  became  minifter 
to  a  large  congregation  of  non- 
conformifts  in  Call-lane,  Leeds, 
and  had  a  full  (hate  of  the 
hardfhips  and  perfecutions  of 
the  times;  yet  he  was  fo  re- 
fpe£ted  by  the  mayor  and  al- 
dermen, that  they  often  abfented 
themfelves,  when  they  had  reafon 
to  expert  the  Informers.  At 
length  one  Kirkfhaw  lodged  an 
information  againft  him,  and 
he  was  committed  to  the  gaol 
in  York,  January  1683.  This 
trial  was  aggravated  by  the 
death  of  his  wife  while  he  was 
in  prifon.  After  his  liberation, 
he  renewed  and  purfued  his 
miniftry  in  peace,  and  refpeAed 
by  all,  till  his  death  on  Nov. 
19,  171C,  in  the  34th  year  of 
his  paftoral  connexion  at  Leeds, 
He  left  two  fons;  William,  af- 
terwards a  phyfician  in  London, 
and  Thomas,  who  fucceeded 
him.  His  works  were  a  vo- 
lume of  fermons  on  theparabl« 
of  the  unclean  fpiritj  to  which 
are  annexed  feveral  funeral  fer- 
mons: alfo  two  fingle  fermons, 
viz,  *'  Comfort  for  Parents 
*'  mourning  over  their  children 
'*  dying  young ;"  and  "  The 
**  Chriftian  Sanctuary,  or  Room 
for  returning  Sinners."    Mr. 
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Thomas  Whitaker,  jun.  pur- 
chafed  the  eftate  of  Kirkfhaw, 
the  informer  againft  his  father; 
and  adtually  relieved  his  pof- 
terity,  greatly  reduced  by  the 
vices  of  their  parent.— MS, 
additions  to  a  copy  of  Mr.  J. 
Fawcett's  "  Life  of  Oliver 
**  Hey  wood/*  prefented  to  the 
author  of  this  Hiftory  by  the 
late  R.  W;  Moult,  efq;  of 
Wickcrfley,  near  Rotheram. 

1 6.  Mr.  John  Hey  wood, 
26th  May  1674,  eldeft  fon  of 
Mr.  Oliver  Heywood,  cjeded 
from  Coley,  Yorkftiire,  fettled 
firft  as  a  fchoolmaHer  at  Kirk- 
heaton,  in  that  county,  27th 
May  1678.  He  had  previ- 
oufly  to  this  fpent  fome  little 
time  in  the  univerfity  of  Glaf- 
gow.  On  the  23d  Auguft 
1681,  he  was  folemnly  fet 
apart  to  the  work  of  the 
miniftry  ;  thefervice  was  con- 
ducted in  a  private  houfe  at 
Craven.  See  the  Life  of  the 
Father,  p.  127—8.  November 
18,  1684,  he  was  appointed 
tutor  to  Thomas  Wellby,  fon 
and  heir  of  —  Weftby, 
efq;  of  Ravenfield,  near  Ro- 
theram. March  14,  1693,  he 
was  invited  to  become  the 
ihiniiler  of  the  congregation 
of  difTenters  in  Rotheram. 
Soon  after,    on   his  nwnlagc. 


he  left  Mr.  Weftby's  family, 
and  £xed  his  refidence  in  the 
town;  where  he  remained 
about  eight  years-*  and  then 
removed  to  Pontefrafl,  at  which 
place  he  died.  Mouk*s  MS. 
17.  Eliezer  Heywood >  26th 
May  1674,  was  ordained  to 
the  miniftry,  June  ift,  1687, 
at  the  houfe  of  his  ^ther ;  the 
fervice  was  cpndu^ed  by  'hh 
tutor  Mr..  Frankland,  Mn 
James  Bradfliaw,  Mr.  Dawfon» 
Mr.  John  Iffot,  and  others.. 
He  then  became  domeflic 
chaplain  to  Major  Taylor,  of 
Walling  Wella,  near  Carltoo^ 
Nottinghamihire ;  and  conti. 
nued  in  this  retired  fituation 
for  feveral  years.  Soon  after 
his  marriage,  January  18, 
1700.,  he  removed  to  Drpni- 
field  in  "  Derbyfhire,  and 
preached  to  a  fmall  congre- 
gation  there  till  his  death. 
His  fon,  educated  under  Dr. 
Latham,  was.  pallor  of  the 
congregation  at  Mansfield, 
where  he  died  about  1805, 
This  gentleman's  fon,  Mr. 
Samuel  Heywood,  a  moft  ex- 
cellent and  amiable  man, 
attorn  17  at  law,  and  town-clerk 

J 

ofNottingham,  died  greatly  la. 
mented,  25th  July  1789.  aged 
34.  Moult's  MS.  and  Wake- 
field^s  Life,  vol.  i.  p.  296,  299. 
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18.  Mr.    Thomas    Cottoh^ 
•6th  May  i674«    This  is  the 
name  in  Dr  Latham's  lift,  and 
in   Mr.   Thompfon's  MS.   on 
diffencing  academies;    but  P. 
in  the  Repoiitot'y,  has  it  Colton. 
About  the  y^ar  1715,  there  was 
a  gentleman  of  this  name,  with 
the  initials   M.  D;    after    it> 
minifter  of  a  congregation  in 
the  city  of  York* 

22.  Mr.  John  Nefbitt,  June 
28,  1674.    He  was  a  native  of 
Northumberland,     born     6th 
Oflober  1661.      His  zeal  for 
the  proteilant  religion,  expref- 
fed  in  the  mod  public  manner 
in  the  prefence  of  the  Duke  of 
York,   afterwards  James  lid. 
expofed  him  to    no  light  fuf- 
ferings  before  he  was  twenty 
years  of  age.    He  was  obliged 
to  withdraw  from  Edinburgh, 
foon  after  he  commenced  his 
iludiesin  the  univerfity  there, 
and  with  fome  others  to  feek 
fecurity  in  a  foreign  land.    But 
going  from  London  to  Hol- 
land,   they   were  feized,  and 
committed  clofe  prifoners  to  the 
Marihalfea )  where  he  was  laid 
in  irons,  and  confined  for  more 
than  four  months,  in  hopes  of 
making  him  an  evidence.    But 
neither  the  evils   he  fuffered, 
nor  the   advantageous    offers 
made  to  him  by  the  King  in 


council;  could  corrupt  the  in- 
tegrity or   (hake  the  firmnefs 
of  his  mind.     During  his  con- 
finement he  had  no  books  ex- 
cept his  Bible,  which  he  was 
obliged    to   conceal,     left    it 
ihould    be     taken  from  him* 
This  he  read  much  ;  and  from 
the  principles  and  exercifes  of 
devotion  he  derived  fach  plea- 
fure  and  confolation,  that  he 
often  declared,  in    fubfequent 
life,  **  the  prefence  of  God 
*^  made  the  prifon  a  palice  to 
''  him/*     He  ditd  27th  Odo- 
ber  1727,  in  the  67th  year  of 
his  age  5  having  been  paftor  of 
the    fame    congregation,      in 
Hare-Court,  Alderfgate-ftreet, 
London,     thirty-three     years, 
with  great  acceptance  to  the 
laft.       See  Hurrion's  funeral 
fermon    for  Mr.  Nefbitt,  p. 
34 — 42.    Wilfon's   DilTenting 
Churchesi  vol.  iii.  p.  282— 286. 
38.    Mr.    Nathaniel    Hey- 
^ood,  25th  April  1677,  was 
minifter  of  a  congregaticm  at 
Ormikirk,  from  the  vicarage 
of  which  town  his   father  had 
been  ejected ;  and  died   there 
Oflober26,  1704.    See  Faw« 
cctt'fi  Life  of  Oliver  Hey  wood, 

P-  ^33- 

42.   Mr*  Jofeph  or  Jofhua 

Eaton  was  fettled  at  Maccles- 
field in  1696;  and  according 
P 
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to  Dr.  Clegg>  removed  firft  to 
Nottingham^  and  then  to  Col- 
chefter,  and  was  afterwards  a 
very  ufeful  phyiidan  in  Lon- 
don, and  reached  to  a  very  ad«* 
vanced  age;  for  Dr.Grofvenor*8 
''  Eflay  on  Health"  is  dedi- 
cated, with  fentiments  of  great 
reipe^  and  gratitude,  to  Dr. 
Joieph  Eaton,  of  the  College 
of  Phyiicians,  London,  fecond 
edition,  1748.  SeeProteftant 
Diilenters'  Magazine^  1798, 
vol.  V.  p.  403,  note. 

44.  Mr.  Peter  Finch,  3d 
May  1678.  According  to 
Mr.  Thompfoii's  MS.  and 
Neal's  Lift  of  Diflenting  Con- 
gregations and  Miniflers,  he 
fettled  with  the  independent 
congregation  at  Norwich,  in 
1715.  In  which  connection 
he  died,  havmg  lived  to  bury 
three  fucceifive  generations. 

46.  Mr.  Thomas  Lea,  May 
II,  1678.  According  to  the 
preceding  authorities,  he  was 
fettled  at  Knutsford,  Chefhire. 
56.  Mr.  John  GledhiU, 
through  miftake^  in  the  Monthly 
Repofitory>  called  Gleadhall, 
Odtober  i&,  1678,  born  in 
Yorkfhire,  was  the  fon  of  an 
excellent  man,  diftinguiihed  by 
knowledge  and  piety.  He 
entered  on  the  miniftry  when 
young,  with  great  courage  and 
zeal,  in  a  dme  of  perfecution. 


After  a  few  years  he  fettled  at 
Colchefter,  where  his  peacea* 
ble  fpirit  and  prudent  condud 
reflored  and  maintained  the 
harmony  of  the  congregation, 
'  which  he  found  in  a  divided 
Hate.  He  fidfilled  his  minis- 
terial duties  with  plcafure,  fer- 
vour,  and  zeal ;  beiides  preach- 
ing twice  every  Lord's  day* 
catechiiing  the  young  perfons 
publicly  every  other  Lord'sday. 
He  condnued  in  this  con- 
ne6Hon,  beloved  and  refpeded 
by  his  people,  for  thirty-four 
years,  to  his  death  on  Decem- 
ber 20,  1727,  in  the  66th 
year  of  his  age.  Barker's 
funeral  fermonfbr  Mr.  Gled- 
hiU, p.  32—36. 

61.  Mr.  Adam  Holland, 
March  2,  1680;  according  to 
Neal'sMS.wasM.D. 

67.  Mr.  Abraham  Dawfon 
13th  April  1680;  was  fettled 
at  Cottingham,  near  Hull,  in 
1715.    Neal*sMS. 

75.  Mr.  William  Tong,  2d 
March  1680. 

84.  Mr.  Nathaniel  PriefUy, 
Feb.  2,  1681 ;  was  fettled  at 
Halifax  in  1715. 

1 07.  Mr.  Joihua  Bayes,  Nor. 
15, 1686;  was  minifter  of  the 
congregation  at  Leather-lane, 
in  Hatton-garden,  London,  in 
connexion  withMr.  Chridopher 
Taylor.  He  pabliiheda  fimeral 
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fermon  for  tli^t  gentleman;  a 
fecond  for  Mr.  Cornifli,   alfo 
his    colleague^    and    a    third 
preached  atSalters'-hallj  againft 
popery,  on  the  worfhip  of  God 
in  an  unknown  tongue.  He  had 
,    a  brother,  a  refpeflable  minifter 
at  Tunbridgc;  and    author  of 
a  tradl  that  excited  attention, 
entitled  "Divine  Benevolence," 
1731,  in  the  conti'overfy,  on 
thefpring  of  the  divine  adlions, 
between  this  writer,  Mr.  Bal- 
guy,   and    Mr.  Grove.      See 
Doddridge's  Divinity  Leftures, 
by  Kippis,  to!  |  .  p.  1  'JT-- 1 84. 
112,  Mn  John  Piggot,  21ft 
of    January     1686;      fettled 
with  a  baptifl  congregation  in 
Little  Wild-ftreet,  LinColn*s-Inn 
Fields,  London  5  and  died  1713, 
after   a  long  ficknefs,    during 
which  the  piety  and    charity 
which  adorned  his  converfation 
in  the  time  of  his  healthy  feemed 
to  increafe    in    ftrength    and 
ludre.    He  was  a  man  of  learn<« 
ing ;    and   his   difcourfes,    in 
which  were  happily     blended 
reafon    and    eloquence,    were 
adapted  at  once  to  improve  the 
mind  and  touch  the  heart.    His 
publications  were  coUefled  after 
his  death,  and  reprinted  in  one 
volume  8vo.     Crofby's  Hiftory 
of  the  Baptifts,  vol.  iv.   p.  3 1 5 
— 319.     A  letter  to  his  con- 


gregaticln,  6th  Auguft  1708, 
is  preferved  in  the  Proteftant 
Diflenters'  Magazine,  vol.  vi. 
1799,  p.  221—223. 

129.  Mr.  Samuel  Baxter^ 
6th  Feb.  1 687,  the  fon  of  Mr. 
Nathaniel  Baxter^  ejefted  from 
St.  Michael's,  Manchefter,  was 
paftor  of  the  prefbyterian  con- 
gregation in  Ipfwich  39  years, 
and  died  July  1 9,  1 746,  aged 
70.  Monthly  Repofitory,  vol. 
iv.  1809,  p.  6,  note;  and  Pal- 
mer's Noncon.  Mem.   vol.  ii. 

p.  lOl. 

134.  Mr.  John  Afti,  May 
7,  1688,  was  born  at  Tidef- 
well  in  Derbyfliire,  1 1  th  Feb. 
1672 ;  the  fcenes  of  his  minif* 
try,  to  which  he  was  ordained 
in  the  meeting*houfe  ^t  MalcafF, 
1696,  were  feveral  congregra- 
tions  among  the  mountains 
called  the  Peak ;  amongd  whom 
he  laboured  with  diligence  and 
earneilnefs  till  his  death,  Odb. 
I,  I734i  in  the  64th  year  of 
l^is  age.  It  marked  good  j  udg- 
ment  and  fcrupulous  reverence 
for  the  fcriptures,  that  he  never 
quoted  texts  from  a  found  of 
the  words,  but  only  fuch  as  ia 
their  real  fenfe  fuited  his  defign; 
for  he  efteemed  it  the  greateil 
abufe  of  the  facred  writings  to 
prefs  them  into  any  fervice  for 
which  they  were  not  intended. 
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His  quotations  from  them  were, 
therefore,  though  very  frequent, 
always  pertinent,  and  generally 
accompanied  with  a  brief  illuf- 
tration;  and  he  had  a  peculiarly 
happy  talent  in  explaining  an 
obfcure  text  by  a  (hort  clear  pa- 
raphrafe.  Proteftant  Diflenters* 
Mag.  vol.  V.  p.  404;  where 
there  is  an  interefting  memoir 
of  this  excellent  man. 

143.  Ratcliff  Scolfield,  i8th 
July  1688,  was  fettled  firftat 
Whitworth  in  Lancafhire ;  and 
in  1727  removed  to  Ringhay 
chapel  in  Chefhire. 

190.  James  Wood,  more 
corredlly  Woods,  2  2d  April 
1 69 1,  wasthefonof  Mr.  Jas, 
Woods,  ejefted  from  Aftiton  in 
Mackerfield.  He  fettled  with  a 
congregation  of  diffenters  at  the 
old  chapel  in  Chowbent,  Lan- 
cafhire, which  he  ferved  with 
afFcdion  and  fidelity  in  the 
fpirit  of  meeknefs  and  piety 
above  60  years,  dying  February 
1759.  He  is  ftill  remembered 
as  a  firm  friend  to  the  liberties 
of  his  country,  and  a  facetious 
companion,  as  well  as  a  faithful 
fervant  of  the  Lord  Jesus.  At 
the  time  of  the  rebellion  in 
ryi^9  he  headed  a  body  com- 
pofed  of  all  the  hale  and  cou- 
rageous men  of  his  congrega- 
tion, armed  with  the  inilruments 


of  hn{bandry,  and  marched  them 
to  Prefton,  and  (ecured  the  pof- 
feflion  of  Wilton  bridge,  at  the 
order  of  Gen.  Wills.  George 
I.  acknowledged  this  brave  and 
loyal  condu6l  with  an  honour- 
able memorial  of  his  favour. 
Mr.  Woods  was,  after  this, 
called  General  Woods.  When 
hisfociety,  through  reientment 
of  their  fleadinefs  to  the  caufe 
of  liberty,  at  the  general  elec- 
tion in  1722,  were  deprived  of 
their  place  of  worlhip,  Mr, 
Woods,  by  his  active  exertions, 
procured  afiiftance  to  ere£l  the 
prefent  large  and  commodious 
chapel.  My  fon,  H.  Toulmin's 
Life  of  Mr.  John  Mort,  p.  7, 
8,  9. 

200.  Mr.  Samuel  Wood, 
3d  May  1692,  fucceffively  mi- 
nifter  at  Wivenhqe,  Eflex; 
Lavenham,  SuiTex ;  Bifhop- 
Stortford,  Herts;  and  Wood- 
bridge,  Suffolk,  where  he  died 
in  September  1748.  Thomp- 
fon's  MS. 

201,  202.  Samuel  Dawfon, 
Eli  Dawfon,  May  13,  1692, 
fons  of  Mr.  Jofeph  Dawfon, 
ejefted  from  Thornton  chapel, 
Yorkfhire.  A  brother  of  thefe 
gentlemen  Hands  No.  67  .on 
the  lift  of  Mr.  Frankland's 
pupils.  See  TheoU  Rev.  ut 
ante,  p.  326,    Mr.  Eli  Daw- 
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f  on  had  feven  fons ;  fix  of  whom 
were  educated  diffenting  mi- 
Difters,  but  four  qF  them  after- 
wards conformed.     Dr.  Thos. 
Dawfon,  who  united  the  pro- 
feiHon  of  phyfic  with  the  cha- 
radler  of  a  divine,  was  for  fome 
years  minifter  of  the  congrega- 
tion at  the  Gravel  Pit,  Hack- 
ney;    but   before    his    death 
confined  himfelf  to  the  praflice 
of  phyfic,   in  which  he  was 
eminent.     Dr.  Benjamin  Daw- 
fon  began  his    public   life  as 
afiiflant  to  Mr.  Read,  at  St. 
Thomas's,  Southwark,     After 
conforming  he  became  re£lor 
of  Burgh  in  Suffolk ;  and,  it  is 
apprehended,    i^    ftill  living. 
He  is  well  known  by  feveral 
learned  publications,  efpecially 
in  defence  of  religious  liberty, 
and  as  author  of  a  volume  of  fer- 
mons  at  Lady  Moyer's  leflure. 
Another  brother,  Mr.  Abraham 
Dawfon,  reflor  of  Ringsfield, 
Suffolk,  publifhed,  in  1763,  a 
new  tranflation  of  the  three  firft 
chapters  of  Genefis,  and  with 
notes  critical  and  explanatory; 
and  in  1772,   a  tranflation  of 
the  fourth  and  fifth  chapters,  on 
the  fame  plan.      The  fourth 
brother,  Eli  Dawfon,  publifhed 
a  fermon  from  Pfalms  xviii.  46, 
pn  taldng  Quebec*  in  1763,  as 


chaplain  of  his  Majefly's  (hip 
Stirling-Caflle. 

219.  Thomas  Letherland, 
July  7,  1693,  fettled  as  a  mi^ 
nifter  at  Stratford,  Thomp- 
fon's  MS. 

256>  257.  John  Fletcher, 
and  James  Clegg,  Feb.  26, 
1696,  were  miniflers  of  a  con- 
gregation at  Chapel  le  Frith, 
Derbyfhire.    The  fame. 

230.  Mr.  Chriflopher  Baf. 
nett,  I  ft  April  1 6g6,  was  fettled 
in  Liverpool.     The  fame. 

231.  Mr.  Robert  Murrey, 
27th  May  1696,  appears  to 
have  fettled  firft  at  Burton  in 
Staftbrdfhire,  where  he  was 
ordained  zd  Auguft  1 705 .  He 
removed  afterwards  to  Cheftcr 
about  the  year  1720;  to  the 
congregation  of  which  Mr. 
Matthew  Henry  had  been  the 
paftor.  His  works  were 
"  Chrift  every  Chriftian's  Pat^ 
"  tern,"  i2mo.  "  The  Exam-» 
"  pie  of  St.  Paul  reprefen ted  to 
♦'  Miniflcr^  and  private  Chrift- 
**  ians  out  of  the  A<^s  of  the 
'*  Apoftles,  and  his  own  divine 
^'letters,"  i2mo.;  and  *^Clo» 
*^  fet  Devotion,"  1 2mo. 

346.  Mr,  Richard  Leffingi. 
ham,  3d  of  April  1697,  was 
minifter,  in  1715,  at  New^ 
nam,    Norfolk,    where     was 
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formerly  a  meeting.    Thomp- 
fon's  MS. 

347.  Mr.  Richard  Chorlcy, 
was  a  native  of  the  North, 
preached  for  fome  time  at 
Framlingham  in  Suffolk,  and 
afterwards  conformed  in  a  lay 
capacity.     Id. 

351.  Mr.  afterwards  Dr. 
John  Evans,  36th  May  1698, 
was  fon  of  Mr.  John  Evans, 
Baliol  college,  Oxford,  ejedled 
from  Ofweftry,  Shropftiire,  af- 
terwards paftor  of  the  congre- 
gational church  at  Wrexham  in 
Denbighfhire  j  where  this  fon 
was  bom,  and  afterwards  fettled 
as  the  paftor  of  another  con- 
gregation. After  fome  time  he 
removed  to  London,  firft  as 
afTidant  to,  and  then  as  co-paftor 
of,  the  congregation  at  Hand- 
alley  in  Bilhopfgate-ftreet.  He 
died  ^2 3d  May  1730,  in  the 
51ft  year  of  his  age;  leaving 
behind  him  a  name  honoured 
for  virtues,  abilities,  and  influ- 
ence; and  of  celebrity  for  many 
publications,  particularly  in  a 
controverfy  with  a  learned 
divine.  Dr.  Gumming,  on 
f  *  the  importance  of  Scripture 
*'  Confequences  ;*'  and  for 
two  volumes  of  fermons  on 
"  the  Chriftian  Temper.' '  See 
Harris's    Funeral    Difcourfe?, 


p.  285-^.296.    Wllfon's  His. 
tory,  vol.ii.  p.  212 — 221. 

253,  Mr.'  Thomas  Wain, 
man,  5th  July  1697,  fettled 
at  Bingley  in  Yorkfhire,  where 
he  was  minifler  about  1715. 

535.  Mr.  Daniel  Madock, 
nth  Auguft  1697,  was  the  fon 
of  a  learned  phyfician.  Dr. 
Jofhua  Madock,  at  Whitchurch 
in  Shropihire,  the  friend  of  Sir 
Ifaac  Newton.  His  firft  years 
were  fpent  with  Mr.  Philip 
Henry's  &mily;  where  he  was 
early  inftrufled  in  literature, 
and  formed  to  piety.  His  fa- 
mily could  be  traced  back 
through  collateral  branches  and 
alliances  to  princes  of  the  name 
of  Madock,  amongft  the  an- 
cient Britons  ;  to  one  of 
whom  their  hiflorians,  fb  early 
as  the  1 2th  century,  afcribe  the 
difcovery  of  America.  He  en- 
tered on  his  miniflry  in  the 
neighbouihood  of  Chefter;  from 
whence  he  removed  and  fettled 
at  Utoxeter,  Staffbrdfhire,^  in 
1709;  where  he  died  May 
1745.  His  preaching  was  pMn 
and  eafy,  and  adapted  to  the 
meaneft  capacity  of  his  audi- 
tory) his  manner  of  life  was 
flill,  quiet;,  and  inoffenfive; 
though  he  conflan^Iy  performed 
the    public     fer  vices    of    the 
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Lord's  Day,  his  tender  con- 
fHtudon  confined  him  almoft 
entirely  at  home.  Dr.  Latham's 
Funeral  Sermon  for  Mr.  Ma- 
dock,  p.  27 — 31.  N.  B.  Mr, 
Madock  finiftied  his  academical 
fludies  under  Dr.  Benion.  Dr. 
Latham  has  preferved  a  Latin 
letter  of  Sir  Ifaac  Newton  to 
Dr.  Madock,  on  optics,  dated 
Feb.  7th,  1679. 

339.  Mr.  William  Cook, 
Jan.  5,  ^698. 

342.  Mr.  John  King*  2 2d 
March,  1698. 

352.  Mr,  David  Some,  July 
4,  1698.  Dr.  Latham  fays  of 
Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  Sonje,  that 
they  left  a  fragrant  odour  of 
their  names. 

Mr.  John  King,  who  was  of 
the  family  of  Lord  Chancellor 
King,  was  a  person  of  fine 
genius  and  the  moH  polite  parts; 
but  too  much  refembled  Mr. 
Madock  in  excefsof  modedyand 
the  afFedation  of  retirement.  As 
they  were  almoft  uniform  in  their 
lives,  they  were  not  long  divided 
in  their  deaths ;  and  palTed  thro' 
the  world  like  fubterraneons 
Hreams,  unheard  and  unknown. 
Latham's  Sermon,  p.  27,  28. 

Mr  David  Some  fettled  at 
Market-Harborough,  and  after- 
wards took  upon  him  the  paf** 
(oral  care  of  a  ijoall  fo^iety  at 


Kibworth,  in  conjun£tion  with 
his  own ;  in  which  he  was  for 
feveral  years  affifted  by  Mr. 
afterwards  Dr.  Philip  Dod^ 
dridge,  to  whom,  next  to  Dr. 
Clarke,  he  was  the  beft  friend 
he  ever  experienced.  Mr.  Some 
died  on  the  29th  of  May  1737. 
He  was  a  perfon  of  uncommon 
piety,  zeal,  prudence,  and  {a« 
gacity.  He  never  printed 
more  than  two  fermons;  one  in 
the  year  1729,  concerning  the 
proper  methods  to  be  taken  by 
miniflers  for  the  revival  of  re<* 
ligion  ;  and  another  in  1736, 
at  the  funeral  of  the  Rev.  Thos. 
Saunders,  of  Kettering:  a  fatal 
modefly  configned  to  the  flames 
with  his  dying  breath  thoie 
writings,  '« which,"  fays  Dr, 
Doddridge,  *'  would  have  pro 
bably  been  the  means  of 
fpreading  among  thoufands 
'^  that  fpirit  of  wifdom,  piety, 
''and  love,  into  which  the 
^'  whole  foul  of  the  author 
*'  feemed  to  be  transformed.** 
The  do£lor  has  preferved  a 
remark  of  Mr.  Some,  as  a  fp&f 
cimen  of  his  judgment  and 
acutenefs,  on  the  finifhed  hy* 
pocrify  of  Judas  Ifcariot,  viz» 
that  this  man  is  never  found 
faying  a  word  of  Chrift's  tem- 
poral kingdom,  though  ic  is  to 
be  fuppofed  (hat  he  followe4 
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ham  from  the  hope  of  prefer- 
ment and  gain.  Some  years 
after  Mr,  Some's  death.  Dr., 
Doddridge  publiihed  a  judicious 
trafl  written  by  him,  which 
was  of  coniidcrable  utility  in 
removing  the  fcruples  of  feme 
worthy  minds  with  refpedt  to 
inoculation.  Mr.  Some,  in  con- 
jun£Uon  with  Mr.  Norris^  of 
V^elfbrd,  and  Mr.  John  Jen- 


nings, of  Kibworth>  orerraW 
an  attempt,  about  the  year  1 723, 
to  introduce  fubfcription  tq  ar» 
tides  of  faith  in  words  of  hu« 
man  device,  as  a  teft  of  ortho^ 
doxy>  at  the  time  when  the 
queftions  on  that  fubjedl  were 
agitated  in  London.  Dod- 
dridge's Family  Expofitpr,  yol. 
ii.  fed.  174,  note  d 3  Kippis's 
Life  of  Doddridge,  p.  26,  27, 


V*  List  of  Mr.  DoolittU^s  Pupils.     To  page  237. 


1.  Mr.  Bozier.     See  before 
p.  242. 

2.  Mr.    Matthew    Henry. 
See  his  life  by  Mr.  Tong. 

3.  Mr.  Samuel  Bury*  who 
was  £rft  minifter  of  a  congre- 
gation at  £dmund's-Bury  in 
Suffolk;  and  in  1720  removed 
to  that  of  Lewin's-Mead  in 
Briftol,  where  he  died.  He 
publifhed  the  life  of  his  wife, 
a  lady  of  eminent  piety  and 
diftinguifhed  virtues.  He  was 
contemporary  at  Mr.  Doolittle's 
feminary  with  Mr.  Matthew 
Henry,  of  whom  he  faid,  de- 
lineating his  charafler  with 
high  encomiums,  '^  he  was  to 
?•  me  a  moft  defirable  friend, 
•'  and  I  loTe  Heaven  better 
*'  fince  he  went  there." 

Mr.  Doolittle's  academy  was 
then  kept  at  lllington,  but  the 


iniquity  of  the  times,  that  is, 
the  malignant  fpirit  of  intole-r 
'  ranee,  obliged  him  firft  to  re- 
move to  Batterfea^  and  foon 
after  to  difperfe  his  pupils  into 
private  families  at  Clapham^ 
Henry's  Life,  p.  27,  i2mo. 

4.  Mr.    Henry     Charidler, 
father  of  the  learned  and  ccle- 
brated  Dr.  Samuel   Chandler, 
was  firft  fettled  at  Malmfbury, 
and  afterwards  at  Hungerford, 
in  Wilts  I  but  the  greateft  part 
of  his  miniftry    was  cj^ercifed 
at    Bath,    where   he     died  in 
17x9,  and   was  fucceeded   by 
Mr.  afterwards  Dr.  Benjamin 
Stevenfon.   Mr.  Chandler  pub* 
liftied,  in    1705,     a   praftical 
Treatife,    entitled     "     Man*s 
"  Higheft    Happinefs."       In 
1 713,  a  charge  delivered    at 
the  ordination  of  Mr.    Jofepl^ 
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Penbam,  at  Gloucefter,  who 
afterwards  became  the  pallor 
of  Mt.  Pompet's  congregation 
in  Alie-ftreet,  Goodman's-rfields. 
Among  other  good  advices 
addrefled  to  Mr.  Denham,  he 
is  exhorted  to  preach  intelli- 
gibly ;  for  if  the  preacher  be 
in  the  clouds,  it  would  be  a 
ftrange  thing  if  thofe  that  fit 
under  his  miniftry  be  not  in 
darknefs.  Another  rule  he  lays 
down  is,  "  to  preach  good 
fenfe,  and  to  back  it  with 
fjrong  fcripture  argument."  In 
1717,  he  introduced  to  the 
public  from  the  prefs  a  fermon 
9nd  charge  delivered  at  the 
ordination  ef  Mr.  Thomas 
Morgan,  who  afterwards  be- 
came a  pbyiician,  and  well 
known  as  the  author  of  '^  The 
Moral  Philofopher,"  by  a  pre- 
face, in  which,  to  the  credit  of 
his  good  fenfe  and  liberal  way 
of  thinking,  he  argued,  from 
the  nature  of  the  thing,  and 
from  the  form  of  ordaining 
priefls  in  the  church  ofEng- 
land,  that  ordination  did  not 
^nd  could  not  give  authority 
tp  the  perfons  ordained.  This 
was  at  a  time  epifcopalians  and 
prefbyterians  ilrenuously  ad- 
vanced and  defended  claims  of 
communicating  authority  to 
preach  and  adminifler  the  or- 


dinances of  the  gofpel.  Mr. 
Chandler  had  a  fon,  Mr.  John 
Chandler,  an  eminent  apothe* 
cary  in  the  city  of  LondoDy 
and  the  author  of  a  piece  on 
Colds  and  Catarrhs,  well  re- 
ceived  by  the  public,  wh© 
lived  to  a  great  age:  and 
a  daughter,  who  difcovered 
a  peculiar  taile  for  literature, 
and  was  much  celebrated  ai 
the  author  of  feveral  poems, 
particularly  one  on  Bath,  in 
which  city  (he  refided.  See  my 
notes  to  the  life  of  Dr.  Samuel 
Chandler,  in  Proteflant  DiC 
fenters  Magazine  for  June 
1794,  p.  217,  &c* 

5.  Mr.  Ebenezer  Chandler, 
who  was  the  fecond  pallor  in 
fuccefTion,  at  the  beginning  of 
the  lafl:  century,  to  the  church 
formed  by  Mr.  John  Bunyan, 
the  well-known  author  of 
''  The  Pilgrim's  Progrefs/' 
He  was  a  worthy  character  | 
and  under  his  miniflry  which 
was  remarkably  fuccefsful,  the 
congregation  increafed  fo  much 
as  to  require  the  erection  of  a 
larger  meeting^houfe.  Mr. 
Samuel  Palmer's  fermon,  for 
Rev.  Samuel  Sanderfon,  p.^i, 
22,  note. 

6.  Mr.  Thonaas  Emlyn, 
eminent  for  great  piety  and 
learning,  born  at  Stamford,  in 
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Lincolnlhire,  27th  May  1665, 
and  died  July  30,  1741.  His 
charadler,  marked  bv  an  ex- 
cellent  fpirit,  particularly  dif- 
played  under  fufFerings,  the 
perfecution  which  he  fuflained 
for  hb  religious  fentiments,  and 
tbe  temper,  candour^  and  abi- 
lity with  which  he  afferted  and 
vindicated  the  caufe  of  what 
appeared  to  him  important 
truth,  have  given  a  celebrity 
to  hb  name,  and  perpetuity  to 
ids  memory,  which  fuperfede 
any  enlargement  here.  See 
Biographia  Britannica,  under 
the  name  of  Emlyn. 

7.  Mr.  afterwards  Dr.  Tho* 
mas  Ridgley,  a  native  of  Lon- 
don, bom  about  the  year  1667, 
who  fucceeded  Mr.  Thomas 
Gouge,  as  pallor  to  the  con- 
gregation, near  the  Three 
Cranes,  Thames-ftreet,  Lon- 
don, and  died  on  the  27th 
March  1734.  became  an  emi- 
nent tutor,  in  conjundion  with 
the  learned  and  modeft  Mr. 
John  Eames,  of  a  feminary  for 
academical  education,  founded 
and  fupported  by  the  independ- 
ent fund  in  London.  Under 
this  cjiarafter  his  name  will 
be  entitled  to  refpedlful  men- 
tion in  a  fubfequent  part  of 
this  hiftory.  See  Wilfon's 
Hiflory,  vol.  ii.  p.  72-^81. 


8.  Mr.  Samuel  Doolittle, 
the  fon  of  the  tutor,  was  born 
about  Auguft  1662.  He 
received  his  education  under 
his  father ;  and  after  he  had 
laid  in  a  good  foundation  of 
human  literature  and  facred 
knowledge,  he  (pent  about 
eighteen  years  of  hb  ^  mlnidry^ 
as  afliftanttotheRev.  John  Tur- 
ner, (who,  after  hh  ejedlment 
from  Sunbury  in  Middlefex^ 
had  a  private  congregation  in 
Fetter-lane,)  and  to  his  &ther. 
In  1700  he  became  the  paftor 
of  a  congregation  at  Reading, 
where  he  died  on  the  loth 
of  April  17I7.  In  this  con- 
ne^on  he  was  affiduous  iu 
preaching,  and  in  the  infrac- 
tion of  youth,  by  catechiflical 
exercifes  j  difplaying  great  mi- 
nifterial  abilities,  and  ikill  in 
the  controverlies  of  religion ; 
for  fome  years  beloved  and  ad- 
mired; but  afterwards,  becaufe 
without  ground  fufpefled  of 
inclining  to  fome  Arminian 
fentiments,  condemned  at  the 
fynod  of  Dort  :  he  fufiered 
greatly  in  his  fpirits  from  the 
unjuft  prejudices  entertained 
againft  him  by  fome,  and  by 
unhappy  difTentions  and  fewda 
in  the  fociety^  which  haftcued 
his  death.  This  gave  occafion 
for  his  friend,  who  bad  been 
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acquainted  with  him  thirty- 
fcven  years,  and  knew  that  hia 
fentiments  on  the  extent  of 
Chrift's  death  were  in  union 
with  the  learned  divines  who 
were  ftrenuous  oppofers  of  the 
Remonftrants,  to  remark  in  the 
fermon  on  his  death;  that, 
'^  if  we  be  prejudiced  again  ft 
''  one  another  about  doubtful 
'^  points  of  religion,  in  which 
*^  learned  and  good  men  en- 
^'  tertain  different  fentiments, 
'*  or  ufe  a  different  manner  of 
*'  expression,  there  muft  be  a 
**  weak  head,  or  a  corrupt 
'*  heart,  which  makes  men 
*'  judge  of  truth  by  S  party, 
•*  and  offer  a  facrifice  of  peace 
^'  thereto.*'  Waters's  funeral 
fermon  for  Mr.   Doolittle,  p. 

30,  31.  Wilfon's  Hiftory,  vol. 
iii.  p.  200,  201. 

9.  Mr.  John  Motterfliead, 
born  in  1665,  was  willingly 
and  cheerfully,  in  a  time  of 
perfecution,  during  the  reign  of 
Charles  lid.  educated  for  the 
chriilian  miniftry;  and  in  the 
duties  of  it,  under  thofe  tempta- 
tions to  eafe  and  indulgence 
which  the  opulence  of  his  fortune 
furnifhed,  he  perfevered  to  the 
end  of  life.  He  was  a  con- 
temporary at  Iflington  with 
Mr.  and  afterwards  Dr.  Ed- 
mund Calamy  5  reading  logic. 


while  the  latter  applied  only 
to  grammar.  He  imbibed 
under  the  miniftry  of  his  tutor 
an  early  fenfe  of  religion,  and 
under  his  academical  lectures 
made  confiderable  progrefs  both 
in  human  and  divine  literature ; 
generally  refpeded  by  his  fel- 
low ftudents,  as  in  the  fubfe- 
quent  periods  of  his  life  he 
was  by  perfons  of  the  beft  re- 
putation and  worth.  Before 
his  appearance  in  public,  he 
fpent  fome  tim^  in  Holland ; 
where  he  formed  an  acquaint- 
ance with  Monfieur  Bayle» 
from  whofe  converfation  and 
le£lures  he  derived  great  ad- 
ditions to  his  knowledge,  e& 
pecially  in  belles  lettres: 
though,  as  he  ufed  to  reflet 
with  great  thankfulnefs  to  G0D9 
he  was  preferved  from  the 
pyrrhonifm  into  which  that 
great  man  fell.  On  commen- 
cing his  miniftry,  he  was  firft 
a  confiderable  time  aififtant  to 
Mr.Goffe,  paftor  of  a  congrega- 
tion at  Kingfton-upon-ThameS;| 
to  whom  he  rendered  his 
fsr vices  gratis.  He  alfoaflifted 
his  tutor  in  the  pulpit  in 
Monkwcll-ftreet,  approving 
himfelf  both  to  him  and  to  the 
congregation,  by  his  pious  life 
and  ufeful  preaching.  In  1697, 
he  remof  ed   to  Ratcliffe,    as 
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ruccefibr  to  Mr.  George  Day, 
who  had  been  ejected  from 
Wivclfcombe  in  Somerfetfliire. 
Here  he  would  have  alio  given 
his  fervices  for  nothing,  if  he 
had  not  been  advifed  to  the 
contrary  by  hh  father-in-law*; 
who  on  this  principle^  that  it 
voold  be  a  prejudice  to  thofe 
who  ihould  fucceed  him>  dif- 
fuaded  him  from  it.  He  was 
referved  in  his  natural  temper, 
and  fond  of  privacy  and  retire- 
ment ',  but  was  an  example  of 
beneficence  and  charity;  and 
in  lus  public  minifliry,  he  was 
governed  by'^  an  earneft  aim  to 
honour  Gop,  and  to  edify  his 
hearers ;  and  fpreading  the 
knowledge  of  Chrifl  among 
his  people  was  his  Angular 
pleafure.  He  is  reckoned  to 
have  tranflated  into  Latin 
fome  works  of  the  learned  Dr, 
Lightfoot.  He  died  13th 
Odlober  1728,  Wilfon's  H^s- 
tory,  vol.  ill,  p.  200. 

iQ,  Mr.  Edmund  Calamy, 
celebrated  for  the  refpeftabi- 
Jity  of  his  charadler,  the  weight 


of  his  influence,  his  controrerfy 
with  Bi(hop  Hoadly  on  tfa^ 
principles  of  nonconformity, 
and  numerous  publications, 
particularly  the  abridgement  of 
Mr.  Baxter's  Life,  and  a  con- 
tinuation. This  laft  woi^  will 
perpetuate  his  name  in  Ecde- 
fiafHcal  Hiftory,  and  the  exe- 
cution of  it  will  be  an  honour- 
able memorial  of  his  abilities 
and  principles.  See  Biograj^iia 
Britannica,  by  Kippis.  Dr.  Ca- 
lamy was  born  on  the  5th  April 
1671,  and  died  3d  June  1732. 

II.  12.  Mr.  after  Dr.  Kerr* 
M.  D.  and  Mr.  Thomas  Rowe, 
who  afterwards  were  themfelves 
eminent  tutors  ;  the  former,  firft 
at  Highgate«  and  then  in  St. 
John's-fquare,  Cleikenwell;  the 
latter  in  London ;  and  whofe 
names  and  charaders  will 
cUim  a  tribute  of  refpefl;  in 
a  fubfequ^nt  period  of  the 
hiftory  of  Diflenting  Academies. 

13.  Mr.  Walters  Bedford. 

N.  B.  The  preceding  lift 
is  formed  on  the  authoiity  of 
Mr.  Thompfon's  MS, 


6.  Mr.  John  Shuitlewood's  Pupils,  To  p.  239. 

I .  Julius  Saunders,  who,  at  of  taking  orders  in  the  cfta- 
an  early  period  of  life,  was  bli(hment  -,  but  after  clofe  and 
entered  at  Oxford,  with  a  view     ferious    examination,    he  wa% 
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induced  to  take  bis  lot  among 
the  diiTenters.  During  the 
reign  of  Charles  II.  he  fuffered 
three  years'  imprifonment  in 
the  gaol  of  Warwick  for  his 
Aonconfermity.  He  formed  an 
independent  congregation  at 
Bedworth>  a  populous  village 
near  Coventry;  and  was  alfo  the 
means  of  fupporting,  if  not 
rsufing,  another  church  of  the 
fame  denomination  in  the  city. 
He  was  a  gentleman  of  great 
piety,  but  of  the  ftemefl  call; 
and  for  many  years  fupported 
a  chara6^er  of  great  weight  and 
influence  in  the  neighbourhood; 
and  his  name  is  tranfmitted 
down  to  us  as  one  who  was  *'  a 
'*  b8mi\ig  and  (hining  light." 
Evangelical  Mag.  p.  578^  fup- 
plement  to  1 806;  and  Protefbnt 
Diflenters*  Mag.  1797,  p.  242. 
2.  Mr.  Thomas  Emlyn,  in 
16789  commenced  his  acade- 
mical fhidies  at  this  feminary, 
and  fpent  four  years  in  it ; 
though,  it  is  obferved  by  his 
biographer,  the  obfcure  privacy 
of  it  did  not  fuit  his  inquiii- 
tive  mind,  eagerly  thirfling 
after  knowledge;  for  he  was 
kept  unacquainted  with  the 
learned  world,  and  could  fee 
but  very  few  books,  and  thofe 
chiefly  of  one  fort.  Memoirs 
of  his  Life,  p.  6;  and  before  the 


lift  of  Mr.  Doolittle's  pupils. 

3  Mr.  Ebenezer  Wilfon,  foil 
of  the  Rev.  John  Wilfoa,  nuny 
years  pallor  of  the  baptiil  con« 
gregation  at  Hitchin,  Herts, 
and  father  of  the  Rev.  Samuel 
Wilfon,  a  popular  minifter  of  a 
church  of  the  fame  denomina- 
tion in  Goodman's  fields,  Lon- 
don. Mr,  Ebenezer  Wilfon  re- 
ceived his  academical  education 
partly,  alfo,  under  Mr.  Jollie, 
at  AtterclifFe.  He  was  for 
fome  years  fettled  with  a  con- 
gregatibn  at  Briftol,  as  afiiftanc 
to  Mr.  Thomas  Vaux,  paftor 
at  Broadmead.  In  1704  he 
accepted  an  invitation  to  the 
padoral  office  in  a  baptiil  con- 
gregation at  Turner's  hall,  Lon- 
don 5  which,  though  fmall,  con- 
fided of  fome  wealthy  perfons, 
by  whom  he  was  greatly  re- 
fpcdleds  and  who  contributed 
liberally  to  his  fupport.  He 
,  was  a  worthy  man  and  a  fcholar, 
but  not  popular  as  a  preacher. 
Crolhy,  vol.  iv.  p.  326—328; 
&WiIfon's  Hift.  vol.  i.p.j44i 

4.  Mr.  John  Sheffield,  fon 
of  the  Rev.  William  Sheffield, 
eje£led  from  Ibllock  in  the 
county  of  Leicefter,  by  the 
A61  of  Uniformity;  under  the 
prefFure  of  which  Adt  he  and 
his  fon  continued  to  groan  all 
their^  days.    He  was  intended 
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for  trade,  but  the  ftrong  bent 
of  his  mind  for  learning  deter- 
mined his  father  to  place  him 
under  the  tuition  of  Mr.  Shut- 
tlewood,  then  a  refident  in  the 
neighbourhood^  *^  a  worthy 
•*  and  learned  man,"  fays  Dr. 
Calamy,  *'  who  deferved  much 
*•  better  treatment  than  he  met 
•'with  from  an  illnatured 
«»  world;"  and  whom  Mr.  Shef- 
field followed  in  his  feveral 
removals,  purfuing  his  ftudies 
with  great  diligence  and  ap- 
plication. He  entered  into 
public  life  with  a  mind  well 
ftored  with  ufeful  knowledge, 
and  with  a  warm  heart,  preach- 
ihg  as  one  who  did  himfelf  be- 
lieve what  he  delivered  toothers. 
He  had  ftudied  his  bible  dili- 
gently, making  that  his  only 
flandard,  and  was  reckoned  by 
the  great  Mr.  Locke,  whom 
he  often  met  with  at  a  friend's 
houfe  in  EfTex,  to  underfland 
it  well,  and  to'ejfcel  in  explain- 
ing difficult  texts.  He  began 
Ms  niinidry,  for  a  continuance, 
at  Temple*hall  in  Leicefterfliire, 
where  he  officiated  as  chaplain 
to  a  lady^  whofe  name  was 
Palmer,  and  opened  a  meeting, 
houfe  for  Hated  religious  wor- 
Ihip;  preaching  alfo  at  Ather* 
ftone,  and  in  the  courfe  of  the 
week  making  frequent  excur- 


fions  into  the  countfy  to  preach 
le6lures*  In  1697  he  was  in- 
vited, on  the  death  of  Mr. 
Nathaniel  Vincent,  to  fucceed 
him  as  paftor  of  the  congre- 
gation of  diiTenters  at  St.  Tho- 
mas's, Southwark.  In  this  con-< 
neftion  he  remained  to  his  death 
on  Jan-  24,  1726,  aged  735 
affiiled  at  one  time  by  Mr. 
Jofhua  Bayes,  and  then  Mr. 
Henry  Read,  as  his  colleagues. 
He  was  "a  man  of  great  intre- 
grity  and  plain-heartednefs,  an 
enemy  to  diffimulation.  tUs 
charity  was  not  confined  to  a 
party,  but  embraced  all  who 
adhered  to  the  common  Head  ; 
an  advocate  for  catholic  chrift- 
ianity,  he  difapproved  of  the 
national  eftabli(hment,  atad  was 
contented  to  decline  the  emo- 
luments of  it;  for*'  he  thought 
'*  it  fet  up  fuch  a  fort  of  uni" 
^*formity  as  hindered  unity, 
**  and  turned  the  national 
*'  church  into  ^  mere  party." 
Where  he  thought  the  honour 
of  God  and  the  religious  edi- 
fication of  men  were  concerned, 
his  courage  was  undaunted,  and 
his  mind  not  to  be  intimidated 
from  its  purpofes.  Hb  affairs 
were  managed  with  difcretion, 
and  without  much  noife  3  his 
favourite  motto  being,  **  Qui 
''  bene  latuit,  bene  yixit.*'  He 
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mainUuned  in  all  refpefls  very 
mild  deportment  towards  his 
colleagues  and  brethiren  in 
the  mlniftry,  by  whom  he  was 
greatly  refpefted.  In  the  latter 
years  of  his  life  his  piety  and 
i^fignation  were  greatly  exer- 
died  by  very  painful  diforders; 
and  on  opening  his  body  after 
his  death  two  (tones  were  ex- 
tradted^  one  from  the  bladder, 
fmooth>  not  fo  large  as  is  often 
feen,  and  fo  lodged  as  probably 
not  to  come  often  at  the  neck 
of  the  bladder;  the  other, 
rough,  craggy,  and  very  large, 
filling  up  the  whole  pelvis  of 
the  kidney,  ivith  feveral  protu- 
berances, and  a  rough  (pike  of 
confideraUe  length,  which  ran 
intc^g^e  ureter,  tie  bore  the 
exqniiite  pain  occaiioned  by 
thefe  concretions  with  remark- 
able patience,  and  even  compo« 
fure;  and|  in  moments  of  great 
uneafinefs  and  acute  fenfation, 
often  anfwered  the  enquiries  of 
his  friends  with  a  fmtle  that  ex- 
preiTed  the  ferenity  of  his  mind. 
His  greateft  depreffion  of  fpirits 
arofe  from  being  laid  afide  from 
his  work ;  but  when  complain- 


ing that  he  was  quite  ufelefs, 
he  would  recoiled  himfelf  and 
exprefs  the  refignation  of  his 
BIe(red  Mafter,  who  in  the  fe- 
vereft  trials  faid,  '^  Father, 
"  not  as  I  will,  but  as  Thou 
**  wilt."  He  was  an  excellent 
man,  greatly  honoured,  living 
iind  dying.  Calamy's  Funeral 
Sermon  for  Mr.  Sheffield,  p, 
33 — ^40.  He  left  a  fon,  Mr. 
Wm.  Sheffield,  in  the  miniftry. 

5.  Mr.  Matthew  Clarke ; 

6.  Dr.  Jofbia  Oldfield; 

N.  B.  Thefe  gentlemen  are 
named  by  the  late  Mr.  Samuel 
Palmer  (Noncon.Memor.  v.ii. 
p.  126,  ifl  ed.)  as  (ludents 
under  Mr.  Shuttlewood;  but  it 
is  apprehended  the  author  was 
mifinformed.  The  former,  we 
have  feen  before,  received  his 
academical  learning  under  Mr. 
Woodhoufe;  the  latter,  Dr^ 
Harris  informs  us,  (ludied  pfu- 
lofophy  under  Mr.  Raynef,  and 
then  refided  fome  time  in 
Chrift's  college,  Cambridge, 
in  the  latter  years  of  thofe 
learned  and  excellent  perfons. 
Dr.  Henry  Moore  and  Dr. 
Cud  worth.  Fun.  Dif.  p.  580. 


VII.  Mr.  Cradock*s  Pupils.     To  page' 139.^ 

1.  Mr.  Robert  BHUq,   who    of  the  congregation  in  Marc- 
was  Mr.  Matthew  Henry's  im«    ftreet.  Hackney, 
inediate  {uoQtffor  as  minifter 
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2.  Mr.  Porter,  who  fettled 
with  a  congregation  ai  Nay- 
land,  Suffolk. 

3.  Sir  Francis  Brickley,  of 
Attleborough,  Norfolk. 

4.  Mr.  Paget,  gent. 

5.  *•  Warner,  of  Bunsfield, 
Suffolk,  efq. 

6.  Roger  Rant,  of  Swaffam, 
Cambridgefhire,  efq. 

7.  Dr.  Edmund  Caiamy. 
The  following  gentlemen  were 
his  fellow  ftudents : 

8.  Charles  Lord  Fitzwil- 
}iam,  Moul(ham-hall,    Eflex. 

9., Mr.  Henry  Martin. 

1  o.  Mr.  Corbet,  of  Shrop- 
(hire;  who  afterwards  applied 
himfelf  to  the  ftudy  of  the  law 
in  London. 

11.  Henry  Alhurft,  efq;  fon 
of  Sir  Wm.  Alhurft,  afterwards 
town-clerk  of  London.   • 

12.  Mr.   after    Capt.  Roll. 

1 3.  Mr.  George  Mayo,  only 
fon  of  Ifrael  Mayo,  of  Beyford, 
Herts,  efq. 

14.  Mr.  John  Godfrey. 

15.  Wm.  Ellis,  efq;  eldeft 
fon  of  Sir  William  Ellis,  of 
Norton,  Lincolnlhire,  who  af- 
terwards died  in  Holland. 

16.  Mr.  Timothy  Good wia. 


a  good  Grecian,  who  was  de- 
iigned  for  phyfic  ;  but  after- 
wards turned  his  attention  to 
divinity.  He  took  orders  in 
the  churchj  travelled  as  chap- 
lain with  Lord  Shrewlbury, 
when  he  went  over  Ibrd  liea- 
tenant  to  Ireland;  and  was  firft 
bifhopof  Kilmore-and  Ardagh, 
and  then  was  advanced  to  the 
archiepifcopal  fee  cf  Ca(hel. 
He  died  1729. 

There  were  feveral  other 
young  gentlemen  of  good  fa- 
milies. Amongft  thofe  wholly 
fixed   for  divinity  ^irere 

16.  Mr.  Jofeph>£LASih«  fob 
of  Mr.  Thomas  |faj£^|Aw 

17.  Mr.  ThomaLBiuoft, 
fon  of  the  Rev.  Sat<^ttjiteoft> 
eje6led  from  the  vi^mft'^'jrf' 
Stebbing  in  Effex.     I'S^f  ter- 
wards  died  infane. 

1 8.  Mr.  John  Keeling,  pro- 
bably the  fon  of  the  Rev.  Francis 
Keeling,  ejedled  from  Cogfhot 
in  Shropftiire.  He  fettlu-d  with 
a  congregation  at  New  Sarum, 
and  then  removed  to  Cirencefler 
where  he  died  in  1726. 

Dr,  Calamy's  Hiftory  of  his 
own  Life  and  Times,  MS  •^. 
109,  no.  III, 


